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PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
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41,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
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80 yrs. | 40 yrs. 
£1,724 | £2,067 
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Current Topics. 


The Second Law Society Poll. 


Tue rxEsutr of the poll on Mr. Cossert’s amendment has been 
to confirm the decision of the recent meeting by an enormous 
pe ga. There were 4,635 votes in favour of the amendment 
and only 691 against it. The effect is to strike out the last three 
Raa koh of Paes peer ge “a to — the ory be as 
suggestions for professional practice, but without any bindi 
force. We : the result with somewhat cienk i a 


While we have the strongest mpenes to the aoapows audit by 
chartered accountants, we mma elp regrettin this unfor- 
tunate suggestion was so bound up with the other practical pro- 
posals as to render their rejection inevitable. The members of 
the society have conclusively shewn that vay Sar not prepared 
to swallow the compulsion recommended b Committee, but 
the principle of uct of business having been placed on record 
by the first six recommendations, we are disposed to think that 
hereafter some better means than those s' ted by the Oom- 
mittee may be found to render the ions effective. 


The Consolidation of the Companies Acts. 

A Bit under the title of the Companies (Consolidation) Bill 
has been introduced in the House of Lords by Earl Granarp 
with the short prefatory note that it is intended to reprod 
without alteration, the existing statute law relating to limi 
companies in the United Ki ; and for this purpose the 
Companies Bill, 1907 (in the form in which that measure passed 
the House of Lords), has been treated as of the existing 
statute law. By way of distinction it is indicated in the Bill by 

i table gives the dates of the Acts, 
extending from 1862 to 1907, which are consolidated, and by 
the use of these dates in the margin the clauses of the Bill are 
identified with the sections which they are intended .to 
The arrangement of the Bill follows that of the Act of 1862, but 
there are numerous additions to the provisions of that Act— 
chiefly those introduced by the Acts of 1890 and 1900—and 
the 212 sections of the original Act become 294 clauses in the 


statutes consolidated, but of course no 
with the measure until the Bill of the present year 
has become law, and for the present it has been dropped. 


Delays in the English and American Courts of 


Appeal. 


Tux pg.ay in the wpe 
has often been sensibly 
written or oral judgments by each member of the court. 6 
are informed that, in andl J instances, a great part of the day 
has been occupied in the delivery of these judgments. The 
waste of time involved in the delivery of 
a to have attracted the attention of the re tatives 
of the State of New York, and one of them, Mr. Bours 
Cooxran, has recently proposed that the State Constitution 
should be amended so as to compel the ad i 


of business in the Oourt of Ap 
wated by the delivery of 
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should not be allowed more than three months in which to 
dispose of the weightiest questions, and the decisions of that 
court should be given in advance of their written opinions 
With part of this proposal—that, namely, that decisions should 
be given in advance of the written opinions—we have much 
sympathy. The decision having been given, the parties are 
relieved from all uncertainty, and the written judgments might 
afterwards be handed down for perusal. This course is not 
without precedent in the English courts, and it has the advantage 
of saving the time of the court. 


Employment of Force in the Collection of Debts 
from Foreign States. 

Ir 1s stated that at the Peace Conference of The Hague the first 
sub-committee of the first commission have adopted the proposal 
of the United States with regard to the collection of debts. 
This proposal sets forth that it is agreed that the signatory 
Powers shall not have recourse to any coercive measures 
implying the use of military or naval forces for the recovery of 
contractual debts until an offer to accept arbitration, made by the 
creditor, has been refused or ignored by the debtor, or until 
arbitration has taken place and the debtor has failed to comply 
with the verdict. The majority of the South American States 
voted for the proposal, with the reservation that the employ- 
ment of force in the collection of debts should be absolute 
excluded. Itis well known that governments, especially in Solent. 
have been in the habit of making a distinction between the com- 
a of persons who have lost money through the default of a 
oreign State in paying the interest or capital of loans made to it, 
and the complaints of persons who have suffered in other ways. In 
the former case governments are in the habit of refusing to take 
any steps in favour of the sufferers, partly because of the 
onerousness of the responsibility which a State would assume if 
it engaged as a general rule to recover money so lost, partly 
because loans to States are frequently, if not generally, made 
with very sufficient knowledge of the risks attendant upon them, 
and partly because of the difficulty which a State may really 
have, whether from its own misconduct or otherwise, in meet- 
ing its obligations at the time when it makes default. But 
the British Government have hitherto given notice that it is 
for them entirely a question of discretion, and by no means a 
question of international right, whether they should or should 
not make this matter the subject of diplomatic negotiation. The 
proposal of the United States does not go so far as to say that 
in future governments should not concern themselves in such 
transactions, and those who enter into pecuniary transactions 
with States whose good faith and solvency are doubtful should 
do so at their own risk. It may well be, therefore, that this 
pro may be accepted as a rule of international law. The 
proposal of the South American States is not likely to meet with 
general assent. 


The Criminal Appeal Bill. 


Tue Most interesting amendment made in the Criminal Appeal 
Bill after it left committee is the provision giving an appeal 
from the Court of Criminal Appeal to the House of Lords. No 
one, however, has such appeal as of right. It is only where 
the Attorney-General gives a certificate that the decision 
from which it is desired to appeal involyes a point of law 
of exceptional public importance that such an appeal can be 
brought. Such certificate may be applied for by the prosecutor, 
or the defendant, or the Director of Public Prosecutions. If 
there is to be such appeal, then, it is submitted, the court 
itself, as well as the Attorney-General, ought to have power 
to give leave to appeal. When the court is divided in opinion 
in a matter of great public importance the judges would 
naturally be ready to give every opportunity of y settling 
the question ; and it would save time, and save the Attorney- 
General much trouble, if the court itself had the suggested 
power. This provision is quite an innovation. It gives 
an direct from the High Court to the House of 
Lords ; and it breaks ae the principle that a decision of the 
High Court on « point of criminal law is final. Under the 


—- ing law all the judges of the King’s Bench Division ma: 
sit in the Court for the Boe of Crown Cases Reserv 


argued before the whole body of fifteen judges. It is submitted 
that if there is to be an appeal from the new court, it should be tc 
the whole body of the King’s Bench judges, or else to the full 
Court of Criminal Appeal, which is to consist of the Lord Chief 
Justice and eight judges selected from that body. The members of 
the House of have generally either had no practice at all on 
the criminal side, or else have been so long strangers to matters 
of that sort that they are utterly out of touch with the whole system 
of criminal jurisprudence. The judges of the King’s Bench; 
Division, on the other hand, are, each and all of them, constantl 
en in the work of the criminal courts, and are therefo 
much more fitted to deal with such matters. Out of five lord 
sitting to hear an appeal at any time, it is by no means unlikel 
that two of them may be Chancery men, one a Scotchman, and 
one an Irishman, and the fifth an English judge who has not 
been in a criminal court for twenty years. The decision of such 
a court overruling a strong court of King’s Bench judges on 
point of English criminal law would hardly be acceptable t 
the profession or the public. 





















Improvements within the Settled Land Acts. 


Tue pecision of Kexewron, J.,in Re Earl of Dunraven’s Settled 
Estates (ante, p. 653) puts a favourable construction upon the 
interpretation of “improvements” authorized by the Settled! 
Land Act, 1882, though as regards one of the proposed items 0 
expense the learned judge declined his sanction. The question 
before the court was whether capital money could be applied 
(1) in the provision of apparatus, such as hydrants and hose, 
for the supply of water to extinguish fire; (2) in the buildin 
of garden walls, partly to replace old dilapidated walls, au 
partly to enclose new garden ground ; and (3) in the erection of 
a laundry at some distance from the mansion-house for use with 
it, The first item depended upon the effect to be given to 
section 25 (xiii.) of the Act of 1882, which includes, under 
authorized improvements, reservoirs, water-courses, pipes, &e, 
‘‘and other works and machinery for supply and distribu- 
tion of water for agricultural, manufacturing, or other pur- 
poses, or for domestic or other consumption.” It seems to 
be quite possible to bring machinery for the . ly of water 
for extinguishing fire within these words. ere is no 
reason for limiting the general words “for other purposes,” 
and the machinery is certainly for the supply and distribution 
of water, although possibly not quite in the sense contemplated 
by the draftsman ; and Kexewion, J., allowed the expenditure 
accordingly, observing that the — would be a decided 
improvement to the estate. The building of the walls had to be 
brought within item vi. of the section: “ Inclosing, straightenin 
of fences, redivision of fields”; and here again the inclosing ¢ 

arden ground was perhaps not contemplated by the draftsman. 
Bat he used a general word and the Legislature adopted it, and 
the learned judge was not inclined to place any needless 
restriction on it. The rebuilding of the old wall was authorized 
too, under item xx., which includes the ‘‘ reconstruction ” of any 
of the works previously mentioned in the section. But here the 
indulgence of the court stopped. To obtain sanction for the 
building of the laundry it was necessary, apparently, to shew 
that it was an essential part of the mansion-house, and, having 
regard to its proposed position, this was not done. But on the 
whole the case is distinctly in favour of a liberal interpretation 
of improvements for the purpose of the Settled Land Acts. 












Are Olives ‘‘ Fruit’’ or ‘‘ Vegetables’’? 


Tue Traian Court of Appeal has just given its decision upom 
the construction of an enactment which ror the impor 
tion of vegetables into the kingdom. firm in South Italy, 
having given notice of their intention to bond a consignment of 
olives from Greece, were ee reeal the —— oe what 
they proposed to do was illegal, inasmuch as olives were 
sabes within the meaning of the prohibition. The firm 
insisted upon their right to discharge the cargo, contending 
that olives were fruit and not vegetables. An action against 
the Ministry of iculture for refusing to allow the olives to 
pass the customs now been determined in favour of the” 
plaintiffs, the court having finally decided that olives come under 
the description of “fruit.” The tion of the general and 














And where a court of five judges are ee i 
that the point is of great importance, the matter may be re- 





collective name “fruit” might at first seem better suited for ¢ 
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lexicographer than a lawyer, but if we refer to the latest 
English dictionary, we find that the primary definition of fruit 
is “ vegetable products in general, that are fit to be used as food 
by men and animals. Also fruits of the earth or the ground.” 
Examples of the use of “fruit” in this sense are given, and it 
js said that “at Aberdeen turnips, carrots, and potatoes pass 
among the common people by the name of fruit.” The later 
definition is probably similar to that adopted by the court: 
“The edible product of a plant or tree, consisting of the seed and 
its envelope, especially the latter when it is of a juicy, pulpy 
nature, as in the apple, orange, plum, &c.” A consideration 
of these definitions may cause some embarrassment to those 
who have to advise as to the meaning of the law, and 
they may derive more assistance from the English rule that 
the words of a statute are to be understood in the 
sense in which they best harmonize with the subject of the 
enactment and the object which the Legislature has in view. 
The King’s Bench Division, under one statute, held that the 
rider of a bicycle could be convicted for “furiously driving any 
sort of carriage,’ and under another that he was not liable to 

y the toll imposed on ‘‘ every carriage of whatever description.” 
The Italian Court probably came to the conclusion that the 
object of the law was, not to protect the growers of fruit-bearing 
trees, but those interested in plants nearer to the ground who 
suffer more from external competition. 


The Duels of Lawyers. 


Tue Frenon newspapers contain the report of an altercation 
between two avocats in the Palace of Justice, followed by an 
assault and battery, and to be followed, we suppose, by the 
customary ‘‘affair of honour.” English lawyers, even in days 
when duelling was prevalent, seem to have had the good sense 
to avoid this transgression of the law. We have read that a 
will executed in 1782 by Ersxrnz was on the eve of a duel 
arising out of a ballroom quarrel at Brighton. But Erskine was 
not always a lawyer. He had been, as he said at the time when 
he was appointed Lord Chancellor, “ bred in military life” and 
probably held the views of officers of his period as to satisfac- 
tion for personal affronts. Many persons still living may 
have seen or been acquainted with the late J. H. Cunistig, the 
eminent conveyancer, who, in 1821, had the misfortune to kill 
Joun Scorr, the editor of the London Magazine, in a duel at 
Chalk Farm. But, as a rule, the encounters of English 
barristers have been bloodless, and their example has been 
followed, to a certain extent, by their Scottish and Irish con- 
temporaries. Things were at one time very different on the 
other side of the Atlantic. A.tzxanpzrR Hamitron, one of the 
most distinguished of American politicians, was in 1804 killed 
in a duel with Aaron Burr, who, like his opponent, was an 
active member of the legal profession, Hamitton left behind 
him a paper condemning the practice of duelling, and saying 
that it was in his character of a public man that he had 
accepted the challenge, “for the ability to be in future useful, 
whether in resisting mischief or effecting good, in those cases 
of our public affairs which seem likely to happen would 
probably be inseparable from a conformity with prejudice in 
this particular.” Other American lawyers of eminence took 
ee in duels, and it is only of late years that the practice has 

een condemned by public opinion. 


The Bar at the Commencement of the Last 
Century. 

_ Txosz wao think the legal profession overcrowded may be 
interested in an article, published in an lish periodical in 
May, 1808, in which the writer observes that it has become now 
almost an invariable practice in every family of a certain station 
in society to select one of its members for this profession. 
“The natural consequence of this is that the bar is greatly 
overstocked. Hence a large majority (incredible to people who 
have not considered the subject) never can be employed. The 
number of lawyers now candidates for business exceeds six 
hundred—a number sufficient to transact the forensic concerns 
of all Europe! If the fact of never being called into employ- 
ment and the total disappointment of all their views wero the 
only evils these briefless barristers suffer, great as they are, 
they might be endured . . . but the misfortune is 
that many a father brings a son to the bar upon an 





erroneous calculation of the expenses which must be incurred 
through life (for there is no retreat from them) to the 
great embarrassment of himself and the injury of his other 
children. The ee expenses of every man who enters into 
competition for business at the bar upon the cheapest circujts 
are not under £500 a year, and on the Northern, Western, and 
Oxford Circuits considerably more. Notwi' ing, however, 
all this, there is no profession to which such numbers flock as 
this of the law.” We wonder what this gentleman would have 
thought of the number of candidates for business at the present 
day. The existing members of the profession may console 
themselves by thinking that, without taking into account the 
decline in the value of money, the expenditure of a barrister on 
circuit is probably less than it was at the et of the last 
century, and this expenditure is wholly avoided by the large 
number of successful practitioners at the Chancery bar. 


**Thief’’ as a Term of Abuse. 


Ir nas long since been decided that a newspaper reporter 
may report everything that occurs publicly in open court without 
fear of any action, provided only that his rts are accurate 
and not interspersed with comments of his own. And although 
in an action for slander in calling the plaintiff ‘‘ a thief” it may 
be assumed that no action will lie if the defendant can satisfy 
the jury that the expression was not intended to impute a 
crime, but was used merely as a term of abuse, meaning 
no more than “rogue” or “ scoundrel,” a ne per reporter 
runs some risk in referring to a person who has been con- 
victed of a statutory offence which falls short of larceny as 
a “thief.” In the recent case of Campbell v. John Ritche § 
Co., before the Court of Session in Scotland, the plaintiff had 
been convicted and fined on a complaint charging him with 
taking wild birds in contravention of the Wild Birds Pro- 
tection Acts, 1880 and 1896. The defendants, proprietors of 
a newspaper, thereupon published a report of the conviction, 
describing the process employed by alien and his com- 
panion in catching the birds, and ing of them as “the 
thieves.” This was exaggerated language, but the exaggeration 
would be easily understood. Many a squire has spoken of 

achers as thieves, but he is not supposed to mean that they 

ave been guilty of larceny or robbery. The plaintiff had to 
shew that the article contained the innuendo that he had been 
guilty of theft, and this the court held that he had failed to do. 
The action was accordingly dismissed. It is impossible to think 
that any jury could on reasonable grounds have found a verdict 
for the plaintiff. He would bably have been far better 
advised if he had, before action, written to the defendants 
demanding an a be advertised in their paper. The 
defendants might probably have thought it better to avoid the 
risks of an action and to accede to this demand. 


Incest. 

A sit to provide for the punishment of incest has been 
brought into the House of Commons by Colonel Looxwoon, Sir 
Joun Kenyaway, and others, and may probably lead to an 
amendment of the law. It is scarcely necessary to say that 
incest, even in its worst forms—carnal intercourse between 
persons of the nearest of blood relationship—is not a 
crime by the laws of England, and is punishable oy NE per 
ceedings in the Ecclesiastical Court, altho it was ea 
capital offence in Scotland by a statute as far back as the 
sixteenth century, and every State in the American Union hasa 
statute defining incest and making it a crime. A reason for the 
English law may possibly be found in the inclusion of 

i within the prohibited degrees of — 
under the term “incest,” and an unwillingness to make 
ut it is difficult to 


marriages punishable by the criminal law. 
find any apology for a code which refuses to bring the offence 
under the criminal law even in those cases in which the connec- 


tion is most abhorrent to the moral sense of mankind. It has, 
indeed, been said that although carnal intercourse between 
those nearly related is o to the law of nature, it is 
pra = pe g edy ges be i ag is diffi- 
culty is not insu ill proposes only to punish 
secesiotes tahanmtein alia of the nearest degrees of 
bleod relationship. The offence is to be made a misdemeanour, and 
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the offender is to be liable, upon conviction, to be kept in penal make satisfaction for all damages sustained by owners or persons 
servitude for any term not less than three years and not exceed- interested in the lands. The Act contained a clause reserving 
ing seven years, or to be imprisoned for any time not exceeding the minerals to the surface owners, but, notwithstanding this, it 


two years, with or without hard labour. 


Fraudulent Claims on the Estates of Deceased 
Persons. 


_ An arricte has appeared in one of the weekly papers refer- 
ring to a form of fraud based on a spurious claim against the 


estate of a dead man, of which it is said several instances have | 


recently occurred. The plan adopted by the impostor is to 
address a letter in a female hand toa married man recently 
deceased, stating that the writer and her child are on the verge 
of starvation, and that unless a specified sum is remitted at once 


she intends to call at the house with her child and expose him. | 


was held that the conveyance of the surface carried the right 
of support, and that it must be assumed that the compensation 
| paid when the land was originally taken included satisfaction 
| for this item. A similar principle of construction had been ap- 
plied in London and North-Western Railway Co. v. Evans (1893, 
1 Ch. 16), in the case of a canal formed under an Act of 1754. 
| There, as in the later case, the minerals appear not to have been 
thought of much value when the land was taken, but the position 
had very much changed when the proprietors wished to work 
| them. “It is true,” said Bowsgn, L.J., “that at the date of the 
| Act the minerals were not thought to be of value, and were not 


The expectation is that the letter will fall into the hands of the | t*ken into account in assessing the actual compensation exacted. 


widow, and that she will pay the money to avoid a scene and 
save her late husband’s character. The writer of the article 


| But if the right of support was not substantially measured in the 
| price given for the lands taken and used, it might have been 


appears to think that this is a new device, but we are informed | demanded and estimated in the price had the owners been 


that it was practised during the greater part of the last century. 
He observes that it is attended with some risk, and of this 
there can be no doubt. 
deceased person would be well advised if they placed the 
communication with the least possible delay in the hands of 
their solicitor. The result of this reference would probably be 
that the police would be put on the track of the sender of the 
letter, and that he would receive the punishment which he 
deserved. In any case his heartless and fraudulent scheme 
would be completely defeated. 


The Judicial Committee and the High Court of 
Australia. 
ArTer THE extraordinary state of things brought about by 
the conflict, as to the interpretation of the Australian Con- 
stitution, between the High Court of Australia and the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council in the case of Webb v. Outrim 
1907, A. C. 81), it might have been expected that the Imperial 
vernment would have taken steps to put the relations of the 
Judicial Committee and the High Court on a proper footing. 
This could have been done by an Order in Council, or, if 
thought better, by Act of Parliament—though the latter course 
would seem to be unnecessary. It has, however, been left to 
the Commonwealth Government to put an end to the judicial 
chaos. Cablegrams from Australia announce the passing of a 
Commonwealth statute to make the High Oourt of Australia 
the final authority for the interpretation of the Constitution. 
Presumably the new Act will be passed under the powers con- 
ferred by sections 76 and 77 of the Constitution, by which “ the 
Parliament may make laws conferring original jurisdiction on 
the High Court in any matter arising under this Constitution or 
involving its interpretation,” and may also make federal courts’ 
jurisdiction exclusive of the State courts’ jurisdiction in 
constitutional matters. 








Compensation for Minerals under a 
Railway. 


Tue recent decision of the House of Lords in Hden v. North- 
Eastern Railway Co. (ante, p. 623) settles an important ques- 
tion with respect to the basis upon which compensation is to be 
awarded for minerals taken by a railway company under the 
Railways Clauses Act, 1845. That Act, as is well known, intro- 
duced a new method of dealing with the interests of the owners 
of minerals lying under or near to a railway. Previously, when 
land was taken by a railway or canal company, the company 
acquired, as upon an ordinary conveyance of the surface, a right 
of support from the subjacent and adjacent minerals, and the 
compensation payable to the owner included compensation for 
the minerals which he was bound to leave intact in order to 
secure the safety of the works. This was illustrated by the 
decision of Brrvz, J., affirmed by the Court of Appeal, in 
Glamorganshire Canal Navigation vy. Nizon’s Navigation Co. 
(85 L. T. 53), where the plaintiff's canal had been constructed 
under an Act of 1790. The Act empowered the company to 
take lands for the purpose of the canal, but required them to 


| 


sufficiently prescient.” 
But the scheme applied to the taking of minerals by sections 


The relatives, or executors, of the | Al 78, = 79 of the Railways Clauses Act, 1845, is essentially 
ifferent. 


The conveyance of the surface carries with it no 
right to support, and hence upon the first taking of the land no 
allowance is made for the minerals in assessing the compensa- 
tion. No question as to their value arises until the owners or 
lessees of the minerals desire to work them. Section 78 provides 
that they may not do this without notice to the company; on 
receipt of the notice the company may have the mines inspected, 
and if it appears that the working is likely to damage the rail- 
way, they may prevent the working by paymentof compensation. 
The exact words of the section which so enact are as follows: 
“Tf it appear to the company that the working of such mines 
or minerals is likely to damage the works of the railway, and 
if the company be willing to make compensation for such mines 
or any part thereof to such owner, lessee, or occupier thereof, 
then he shall not work or get the same”; and the amount of 
compensation, in case of difference, is to be settled as in other 
cases of disputed compensation. If the company fail for thirty 
days to state that they are willing to treat, the mine owner can 
work the mines in a usual and proper manner ; and if it is usual 
to work them by open quarrying, he can break up the surface 
and destroy the railway: Ruabon Brick, &c., Co. v. Great 
Western Railway Co. (1893, 1 Ch. 427). 

Under the scheme of the Act of 1845, therefore, the value of 
the minerals does not require to be considered until the time 
comes for working them. Thus the undertakers, on the one 
hand, are not bound to include compensation for the minerals 
in the initial cost of constructing the railway ; nor, on the other 
hand, are the owners bound to make their claim in respect of 
the minerals until their value has been properly ascertained. And 
when the time for actually working them has arrived, the owners 
are entitled to the full value, even though this has to be fixed 
by considerations which have arisen since the railway company 
gave notice of their intention to purchase. This was the point 
which was decided on the corresponding provisions of the Water- 
works Clauses Act, 1847, in Re Bwllfa, d&c., Collieries (Limited) 
and Pontypridd Waterworks Co. (1903, A. C. 426). There the 
waterworks company gave notice of their willingness to make 
compensation for coal on the 15th of October, 1898. Subsequently 
to this the coal rose in value, and if this rise was to be taken into 
account the compensation payable would be £5,650; if, on the 
other hand, the coal owners were only entitled to the value as at 
the date of the notice, the amount would be £2,950. The Divi- 
sional Court (Riptzy and Parimors, JJ.) decided in favour of 
the larger sum, and their decision, after being reversed by the 
Court of Appeal, was restored by the House of Lords. As 
Paitumore, J., pointed out, the case was not one of purchase. 
The waterworks company had not bought the coal; they had 
only bought a right to prohibit the coal owners from raising the 
coal, and the true inquiry was, not what was the value of the 
coal, but what the coal owners, if they had not been prohibited 
from taking the coal, would have made out of the coal during 
the time it would have taken them to get it. Consequently the 
arbitrator, in fixing the value, was bound to take account of all 





| relevant considerations available at the time of the arbitration, 
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‘this was put clearly by Lord Macnacursgn in his judgment on 
the appeal, “The undertakers acquire no property in the 
minerais, The property remaius where it was. ‘Ibe mine owner 
is prohibited from working, and the undertakers are bound to 
make full compensation. ‘hat is all, If the question goes to 
arbitration, the arbitrator’s duty is to determine the amount of 
compensation payable. In order to enable him to come to a just 
and true conclusion, it is his duty, I think, to avail himself of all 
information at hand at the time of making the award which 
may be laid before him.” Only so, indeed, can the mine owner 
be put in the position contemplated by the statute. “So far,” 
continued Lord MacnaGuTsEn, “as money can compensate him he 
is to be placed in the position in which he would have been if 
he had been free to go on working.” 

The question as to the amount of compensation payable was 
raised under different circumstances in the recent case of Eden 
v. North-Eastern Railway Co, (supra). Lessees of a colliery 
held it for a term of twenty-one years from the lst of 
January, 1886. On the llth of August, 1892, they gave 
notice to the railway company that they were desirous of 
working coal within the prescribed limits of the company’s 
works. On the 2nd of November, 1892, the railway company 
gave a counter-notice that they required certain coal to be 
left, and they offered to pay compensation. The reversion on 
the lease was then vested in 8S, A. D. Epgn as tenant for life. 
He died in July, 1904, and his executors were parties to the 
present proceedings. It was found by the arbitrator that if 
the lessees had worked the reserved coal in the ordinary 
course they wouid have got it all by the 3lst of December, 
1903, and would have made a profit of £730. In the same time 
the royalties payable to the lessor would have been £155, and 
to this sum 8. A. D. Eprn’s executors would be entitled. On the 
other hand, there was other coal comprised-in the lease, and if 
the lessees had worked this other coal instead of the reserved 
coal they would not have exhausted it before the determination 
of the lease, although the working would have been more ex- 
pensive. The additional expense was agreed at £100. Upon 
this view the compensation payable to the reversioner, estimated 
at the depreciation of the reversion, was found to be £310, and 
the arbitrator left it to the court to determine how this sum 
was to be apportioned between the executors of S. A. D. Epzn 
and his successors in title. 

This latter question does not appear to have been discussed, 
and in the view finally taken of the compensation payable, its 
decision became unnecessary. Bicuam, J. (1906, 1 K. B. 195), 
held that the compensation was to be based upon the value of 
the coal which, in accordance with the railway company’s re- 
quirement, was left unworked, and not upon the loss that would 
have been caused by the working of substituted coal, and this 
decision, after being reversed by the Court of Appeal (1907, 
1 K. B. 402), has been restored by the House of Lords, The 
argument on the part of the railway company, that the extra 
expense of working the substituted coal was all that the lessees 
were entitled to, appears at first sight to be in accordance with 
the principle adopted in the Bwllfa case (supra). If the mine 
owners are not entitled to be paid for the coal as upon a 
purchase, but are entitled to compensation for the loss caused by 
their being unable to work the particular coal, it is not un- 
reasonable to require them to go on working other available coal 
and to charge the railway company only with the additional 
cost of working. But this view, though it prevailed ‘in the 
Court of Appeal, appears to pay too little attention to the 
actual words of section 78 of the Railways Clauses Act. True, 
there is in strictness no purchase of the minerals, and the 
mineral owner is only entitled to compensation for not being 
able to work them, but under the section this is to be “com- 
pensation for such minerals,” and the compensation must be 
based upon the value of the particular minerals. Here the 
value was found to be £885, of which £730 was allotted to the 
lessee and £155 to the lessor. The case establishes, therefore, 
that, though the undertakers are not purchasers of the minerals, 
yet the compersation to be paid is to be based upon the value 
of the minerals, and, as was settled in the Bwllfa case (supra), 
in ascertaining this value account is to be taken of all relevant 
circumstances known at the time of assessment. 


Reviews. 
The Law of Trusts. 


Tae Law ReELatTing To Trusts anp TrusTEEs. By Huyry¥ 
Gopsrxol, B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Turrp Epirioy. By 
WaiTmorE L. Ricwarps and James Irvine Srreuina, M.A., 
Barristers-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

It has been no ee ee task to bring out a new edition 
of Godefroi on Trusts. Since the second edition came from the 
author’s hand sixteen years have elapsed, and in that period there 
has been evolved a great body of statute and case law, and if the 
statute law—notably the Trustee Act, 1893—did little more than 
collect into one Act previous enactments, there is no belittling 
the steady development of the law by the courts. To take a 
casual instance, at the commencement of the discussion of the 
long series of cases as to the effect of cstery words in creating 
a trust, four cases of importance are quoted, subsequent to the 
last edition, the latest being the decision of the House of Lords in 
Re opeernd J (1905, A. C. 84). The preparation of the present edition, 
it is stated in the preface, was commencéd by Mr. Richards at the 
request of the author before his retirement from the bar, and the 
editors have had the advantage of notes and suggestions of 
the author, though in consequence of his death in 1900 the entire 
mm for the completion of the work has been cast upon 

em. 

Certain parts of the book have naturally called for a speciul 
measure of alteration and rewriting. Noticeable in this respect is the 
chapter on “The Statutes of Limitations as They Affect Trusts” 
It requires but slight acquaintance with the authorities of 
recent years to appreciate the amount of new matter which 
has been introdu The operation of time upon equitable 
claims, whether founded on express trust or otherwise, has always 
been a difficult subject. As regards express trusts, it now d 8 
to a large extent on section 8 of the Trustee Act, 1888, wu which 
decisions heve been rapidly accumulating. And highly important, 
too, is Soar v. Ashwell (1893, 2 Q. B. 390), where an attempt was 
made to classify those outlying cases in which persons receiving 
money are placed on the footing of ex trustees. This chapter 
is a veritable mine of authorities, new and old, carefully collected aud 
well arranged. 

The chapter on ‘‘ Distribution of Trust Funds” is another example 
of the ability with which the editors have incorporated recent law. 
Among much other matter, it contains an excellent epitome of the 
cases on refunding—an important and by no means subject— 
where the recent case of Re King (1907, 1 Ch. 72), on right to 
distribute in the face of future contingent claims, is not a 
and also of the recent cases as to the payment of estate and other 
duties. And as a further instance of the care with which the law is 
stated reference may be made to the chapter on ‘Trusts Made 
Defeasible on Alienation or Bankruptcy.” e think that the present 
edition will sustain the character of the work. 





Books of the Week. 

The Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, and the Workmen's Com- 
sation Act, 1906, with the Statutes Relating To and Cases Decided 
the previous Workmen’s Compensation Acts in England, Scotland, 

and ad ey the County Court Rules of Procedure under the Act of 
1906; the Home Office Regulations and Forms. By ALFRED Henry 
Ruxgaa, K.C. Seventh Edition. Butterworth & Co. 

A Guide to Trust Accounts. By Pretor W. Cuanpuze, Solicitor. 
Butterworth & Co. 

The Principles of Mercantile Law. By Josnua SiatEr, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition. Stevens & Haynes. 

The Law of Trade Unions: being a Text-book concerning Trade 
Unions and Labour, By T. Szron Jzvons, B,A., Barrister-at-Law. 
Effingbem Wilson. 








In the House of Commons, on the 24th ult., Mr. Bottomley asked the 
Attorney-General whether he would state the date of the provisional 
appointment of Mr. O. J. Stewart to the office of Public Trustee ; whether 


either prior to or concurrent] 
Attorney-General said: The hon. gentleman 
Mr. Stewart has received no tment, provisional or oth 


is being employed in the new de t which it will be 
mecenneny to aseate wader ties le Ts ie intend to eoeetee bie we Oe 
month of October. I understand the rules will be laid on the table 

the end of the month. Mr. if the and 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


Re DUDLEY, STOURBRIDGE, AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC TRACTION 
CO. (LIM.) AND DUDLEY CORPORATION. 24th June; 23rd July. 


Licnt Rarway—Pvurcaase py Municreat AvtHortry—SreciaL ARRANGE- 
MENT — ConsTRUCTION — Basis or Vatvation—Dvupiey anp Disrricr 
Liornt Rartway Orper, 1898. 


By an agreement made between a certain company and the corporation it was 
agreed that the company should construct a light railway, No. 5, proposed to be 
authorized by an order under the Light Raslways Act, 1896, and that at the 
expiration of four years the corporation should purchase all the tramways in the 
borough and also the light railway No. 5 ‘‘ at a price to be settled in case of 
difference”’ by the Board of Trade, and ofter such purchase should lease them for 
a period of twenty-one years to the company. The said order was confirmed, and 
provided, inter alia, for the purchase of railway No. 5 ‘‘ at the time and in the 
manner provided by’’ the agreement. Swinfen Eady, J., held that the proper 
basis of valuation was that which regarded the railway as a railway fixed in 
position and capable of earning a profit, and not that which regarded the raslway 
@s an income-earning concern. The Court of Appeal reversed that decision, holding 
that the proper basis was that which regarded railway No. 5 as an income-earning 
concern, and not merely as a railway in situ capabie of earning a profit. 

Held, on appeal (Lord Collins dissenting), that the true construction of the 
agreement and order was that adopted by Swinfen Eady, J., and that his judg- 
ment must be restored. 


Appeal by the corporation from an order of the Court of Appeal 
(Vaughan Williams, Farwell, and Buckley, L.JJ., reported 96 L. T. 340) 
reversing an order of Swinfen Eady, J., and declaring upon a special case 
stated for the opinion of the High Court that the higher of two alternative 
sums mentioned in that case was the price payable by the appellants to 
the respondents for a certain light railway described as railway No. 5. 
The Court of Appeal declared that the basis of valuation contended for by 
the respondents was the correct basis, and not the basis contended for by 
the —— which was the basis approved in the Stockton and Middles- 
borough Water Board v. Kirkleatham Local Board (1893, A. C. 444), and is 
known as the ‘“‘structural basis.’’ The basis contended for by the 
respondents was the basis of the value to them as a profit-earning concern 
of railway No. 5, on the supposition that the statutory rights were to be 
enjoyed in perpetuity, and was shortly described as ‘‘ the going concern 
basis.” The arguments in their lordships’ House were concluded on the 
24th of June, and judgment was reserved. 

Lord Lorenurn, C.,, in moving that the appeal should be allowed, said 
the question their lordships would have to decide arose in this way. In 
1898 the respondent company was promoting an order under the Light 
Railways Act, 1896, for the construction of certain light railways within 
the district. One of these, called in this case railway No. 5, was within 
the borough of Dudley, and the corporation opposed the granting of the 
order. Nevertheless, the commissioners granted it, and in October, 1898, 
it was awaiting confirmation by the Board of Trade. The corporation 
opposed this confirmation. On the 17th of October, 1898, an agree- 
ment was come to between the corporation and the company under 
which the former withdrew their opposition to the order in question. 
Railway No. 5, when sanctioned by the order, was to be constructed 
by the company to the reasonable satisfaction of the corporation, 
and the corporation were at the expiration of four years from the 
llth of August, 1898, to buy, on the terms of the Tramways Act, 1870, 
all the tramways already existing in Dudley, and “the corporation 
shall also purchase, and the British Electric Traction Co. shall sell, 
the railway No. 5 at a price to be settled in case of difference by the 
Board of Trade.’’ That was clause 3. Clause 4 ran as follows: ‘* Upon 
the acquisition by the corporation of the said tramways and railway they 
shali grant a lease thereof to the British Electric Traction Co. for twenty- 
one years from the date of the purchase upon terms to be settled, unless 
otherwise agreed, by lay arbitrators appointed by the Board of Trade.’’ 
The time for purchase arrived, and by consent an arbitrator was sub- 
stituted for the Board of Trade to fix the price. He found that if the 
railway was to be paid for ‘‘as a railway in situ capable of earning a 
profit ’’ (as the corporation contended) the price payable was £16,548. 
if, on the other hand, as maintained by the company, the proper basis 
was the value to the company of the railway ‘‘as an income-earning 
concern,’’ then the price payable was £32,576. Swinfen Eady, J., decided 
that the lower sum only was payable, and in his lordship’s opinion that 
decision carried out what seemed the real intention of the parties— 
namely, that the company should be reimbursed its outlay, with proper 
allowances for depreciation, and then be allowed for twenty-one years to 
enjoy under a lease the occupier’s profits of the undertaking. For 
it was clear that what the corporation could lease and take rent for under 
clause 4 of the agreement was simply that which it had bought and paid 
for under clause 3. No doubt the corporation must also give to its lessees 
the necessary powers of working, taking tolls, and so forth, to carry out 
the purpose of the agreement. But the rent could only be for that which 
it had bought under the one clause and leased under the other, for the 
subject-matter dealt with under both clauses was the same and described 
in the same worde. Accordingly this appeal must be allowed. 

Lords Rozertson and Atkinson concurred. 

Lord Cotiins regretted that he differed from the opinions which had 
been delivered, but as his view accorded with that of the Court of Appeal, 
he felt himself bound to express it. The subject-matter of bargain was 
the railway ‘‘ proposed to be authorized’ with the powers of working it. 


It seemed to him unreasonable to suppose that the Legislature would carry 
out this bargain by, in the first instance, making a free gift to the buyer of 
half the subject-matter of the sale, and leaving the price of the residue 
only to be ascertained as provided and paid for by the buyer. It seemed 
to him that the @ priori presumption here was that by ‘‘ the railway ’’ the 
undertaking was meant. They were dealing with a railway and not a 
tramway, and there was a presumption of permanence in the former which 
there was not in the latter. He agreed with the Court of Appeal that the 
word ‘‘railway’’ in its context was used as equivalent to the ‘‘ under- 
taking ’’ in the order itself. On that view the court was relieved from the 
unpleasant duty of forcing the company to put up with what, in his 
opinion, would be something less than justice. For these reasons he 
thought the appeal should be dismissed. Appeal allowed with costs.— 
Counset, Balfour Browne, K.C., and Vesey Knox, K.C.; Cripps, K.C., and 
C. H. Sargant. Soxricrrors, Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, Barham, ¢ Lawford, 
for H. C. Brettell, Town Clerk, Dudley; Sydney Morse. 


[Reported by Exsxixez Rerp, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re ANSON. EARL OF LOVELACE v. ANSON. Kekewich, J. 
17th July. 


Trusters—AUTHORIZED INVESTMENTS—SHARES NOT AUTHORIZED BY SETTLE- 
MENT DisTRipuTED IN Excuange To Trustees By CoMPANY WHOSE 
SHARES WERE AuTHORIZED Investments—‘‘ Present Srare or Invest- 
MENT,”’ 


Trustees held shares in an American company as shares “‘ in the present state of 
investment”’ at the date of the settlement. Subsequently the American company 
distributed to its shareholders shares in other companies in exchange for certain of 
its own shares which it cancelled. 

Held, that the exehanged shares were not authorized, and that the tenant for 
life, who was entitled under the settlement to certain benefits, in addition to income 
arising out of authorized investments, was not entitled to the benefits arising out of 
the holding by the trustees of the exchanged shares. 

Re Smith (1902, 2 Ch. 667) commented on, 


By a marriage settlement, dated the 25th of October, 1902, the trustees 
were authorized to retain, subject to the trusts of the settlement, certain 
shares in the Northern Securities Co. ‘‘ in the present state of investment 
thereof.’”’ This company was formed inter alia to hold and operate with 
large blocks of shares in American railway companies. The operations of 
the company in this respect were declared to be contrary to law by the 
United States Supreme Court, and thereupon the company divided certain 
of its assets among the shareholders in proportion to their holdings in 
exchange for 99 per cent. of their shares, which the company then 
cancelled. The trustees as holders of shares in the Northern Securities Co. 
and in pursuance of this arrangement received shares in the Great Northern 
Railway Co. of America and the Northern Pacific Railway Co. As holders of 
these shares the trustees subsequently received certain beneficial options to 
take up other shares which they exercised. By clause 11 of the marriage 
settlement it was provided that in case any preferential right to take up 
or subscribe for any new or other shares or stock in any company should 
be offered to the trustees as holding any shares or stock in such 
company for the time being subject to the trusts of the settlement 
the trustees might renounce the right absolutely or in. favour 
of the person for the time being entitled to the income of the 
said shares or stock for the benefit of such person or to subscribe 
for such new or other shares or stock or any part thereof, and to dispose 
of or transfer the same or the title thereto, and every premium or profit 
arising therefrom should be held and applied by the trustees as if the 
same were income from the said shares or stock. The railway shares were 
not investments authorized by the settlement. Upon an adjourned 
summons to determine how the trustees were to deal with the shares or 
proceeds received by them in respect of the options referred to, 

Kexewicn, J.—A marriage settlement of the 25th of October, 1902, 
included among the property settled certain shares in an American com- 
pany, the Northern Securities Co. The trusts on which the trust funds 
were to be held are immaterial except that, in the event which happened 
by reason of the death of the husband without issue, some funds came 
back to the husband, the settlor, subject only to his wife’s life interest. 
The stock in the Northern Securities Co. was admittedly not authorized as 
an investment except under clause 2 of the settlement, which authorizes the 
the trustees to allow investments ‘‘in the present state of investment 
thereof,’’ The Northern Securities Oo. was a financial company. It did 
not carry on business of a manufacturing character, but its object was to 
make investments in the shares of railway companies, and it did chiefly 
invest in the Great Northern Railway of America and the Northern 
Pacific Railway Co. In consequence of a decision of the American courts the 
company found it difficult to hold the shares, and so a scheme was applied 
to 99 per cent. of the shares, providing that these shares should be dis- 
tributed among the shareholders of the company, and the shares in the 
railway companies were substituted for shares in the securities company. 
Upon the completion of the operation shareholders ceased to hold 99 
cent. of the shares and became shareholders in the railway companies. 
The question is whether the trustees still hold settled shares. ‘he prac- 
tical reason is this : clause 11 of the settlement gives the tenant for life 
any accretion, premium, or profit arising out of any tage right to 
take up shares or stock offered to the trustees as holding shares or stock 
subject for the time being to the trusts of the settlement. If clause 11 
is applicable the plain result is that the tenant for Jife takes the American 





railway shares as bonus or premium or eccretion. 
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retaining shares in pursuance of clause 2 it is admitted that they are not 
trustees of any shares or stock for the purposes of clause 11. If thatis the 
result the provisions for accretion do not apply. It all turns on the 
question, are these shares in the two railway companies shares which the 
trustees are authorized to retain under the trusts of the settlement? And 
the shares are not authorized if they are not the same settled shares. At 
first blush these are not the same shares in the Northern Securities Co., or 
in any reconstructed company built up on the ashes of the old one. The 
shares are in two entirely different companies which existed before, and 
which it has been found convenient to transfer to the shareholders of the 
Northern Securities Co. The companies are different; they are not the 
game in substance ; one was a financial undertaking, the other two were for 
railways. The subject-matter was different. It is difficult to see how the 
second clauses of the settlement can apply. But reference was made to 
Re Smith (1902, 2 Ch. 667), a case which has been before me again and 
again in chambers. I have no note or comment upon it, except the 
recollection of discussions in chambers, and counsel are unable to shew 
me a case in which it has been referred to, followed, or questioned. It is 
unwise, and sometimes wrong, to express an opinion on a decision of 
some age, or which has been habitually followed, so that a new decision 
may be upsetting or invalidate title, but on this case I find myself at 
liberty to express an opinion. It is not necessary for the purposes of this 
case, but I think that I should have great difficulty in following it, at any 
rate without further argument. I do not see how the learned judge 
arrived at his conclusion that the two companies were really the same. 
One was dissolved and wound up. There was, however, an assignment, 
and there you have a large element of sameness. It may be right to 
reconstruct a company, and the company may really be the same, so that 
the trustees would be authorized to retain the stock. If a similar case 
came before me I cannot now see my way to agree, and if I had to decide 
I should take time for consideration. But this is not a case of recon- 
struction ; the elements of sameness are entirely wanting. I have pointed 
out the differences. ‘To my mind the shares in the two railway companies 
are not those which the trustees are authorized to retain, and they cannot 
hold the accretions upon trusts for the purposes of clause 11 of the 
settlement.—CounsgL, Austen-Cartmell; J. I. Stirling ; Luzmoore. Sovtcrrors, 
Corbould, Rigby, ¢ Co. 
[Reported by A. 8. Orr#, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re ATTREE, Ex parte THE TRUSTEE v. POCKETT, Bigham and 
Sutton, JJ. 17th June; 29th July. 


Bankruptcy — Proor — Rient or Oreprror to Wirapraw Proor — 
JurispicTion TO InqurRE INTO PRooF UNDER THE Monegy-LENDERS Act, 
1900—Banxrvurtoy Act, 1880 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 102, Scnepute 
I., n. 12; Scuepure II., rx. 12 anp 13—Money-tenpers Act, 1900 
(63 & 64 Vict. c. 51), s. 1, suB-sxcTION 3. 


Where a money-lender has presented a proof, and subsequently withdrawn it, 
the court will not after the withdrawal of the proof make an order for an inquiry 
into the proof under section 1, sub-section 3, of the Money-lenders Act, 1900, for 
a creditor has a right to withdraw his proof before it has been adjudicated upon, 
and when withdrawn it is as if it had never existed. 


Appeal from a decision of the County Court Judge of Sussex refusing to 
inquire into a proof presented by a money-lender under section 1, sub- 
section 3, of the Money-lenders Act, 1900. Between the 22nd of June, 
1904, and August, 1905, the respondent, a money-lender, had advanced 
£1,400 in cash to the debtor, and received in payments off principal, 
interest, and bonuses £2,750. The respondent held a promissory note of 
the debtor for £1,250 and a certificate for shares worth £700 to £800. The 
debtor was adjudicated ——— on the 15th of October, 1906, and on 
the 26th of October the respondent presented a proof for £1,250 on his 
promissory note, and valued his security at £100. The proof was admitted 
for voting, but the respondent did not vote at any meeting of creditors. 
On the 5th of November the respondent’s solicitors gave notice to the 
trustee that the respondent intended to revalue his security. On the 
Tth of November the trustee, acting under the powers conferred on him by 
rule 12 of Schedule I. of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, required the respondent 
to give up the security on payment of the estimated value (£100) and 20 per 
cent. in addition. The respondent in reply referred to his notice of inten- 
tion to revalue. On the 2ist of November, the trustee in accordance with 
rule 12 of Schedule IL. of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, sent a clerk to the 
respondent's office to tender £120 in cash, but the office was closed. On 
the 29th of November the respondent gave notice that he withdrew his 

roof and intended to lodge another. The trustee replied on the 30th of 

Yovember treating the respondent’s letter as a withdrawal of the proof. 
The proof remained on the file, but the trustee wrote on it “ Withdrawn 
by letter of the 29th of November,’’ and in his return to the Board of Trade 
he described it as “‘ Withdrawn, standing over.” On the 22nd of January, 
1907, the trustee served notice of motion on the respondent for delivery 
up of his security, or alternatively for leave to inquire into the proof under 
section 1, sub-section 3, of the Money-lenders Act, 1900. The respondent 
on the 9th of February served a cross-notice of motion asking for leave to 
amend his proof and revalue his security under rule 13 of ule II, 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. The motions came on together for 
hearing in the county court, and it was agreed that the evidence 
in both should be taken together. After the trustee's evidence 
was closed, counsel for the respondent objected that at the time 
when the trustee served his notice of motion there was no proof by the 
respondent in existence, and there being no proof on the file the trustee 





could not get an order for inquiry into the proof, nor could he get an 
order for delivery = of the security, as the creditor, having withdrawn his 
proof, was not within the jurisdiction of the court in bankruptcy. The 
county court judge upheld the objection and dismissed the trustee's 
motion, and from that ruling the trustee appealed. Counsel for the 
appellant contended that, although there was no direct authority onthe 
question, a creditor could not withdraw his proof without the leave of the 
court. If it were not so a creditor by withdrawing one proof and present- 
ing another could avoid the provisions of rule 13 of Schedule IT., which 
requires the leave of the court before a proof cam be amended. They also 
contended that by serving a cross-notice of motion the respondent had 
brought himself within the jurisdiction of the court, and could be ordered 
to give up his security. Tney referred to Re Rhoades (47 W. R. 461; 1899, 
2Q. B. 347), Re Mateo Clark (49 W. R. 528; 1901,1 K. B 765), Re Deer- 
hurst (8 Morrell 258), and Re A Debtor (51 W. R. 370; 1903, 1 K. B. 705), 
Counsel for the respondent argued that there was no provision in the 
statute which required a creditor to obtain the leave of the court to with- 
draw a proof, and that when a proof had been withdrawn it was as if it 
had never existed. The Money-lenders Act only gives the bankruptcy 
court jurisdiction on applications “ relating to the admis«ion or amount 
of a proof,’’ otherwise that Act is confined to courts in which a money- 
lender is trying to recover debts. If there is no proof to be inquired into 
the bankruptcy court has no jurisdiction. The court reserved judgment. 
Jaly 29.—Bicuam, J., delivered the judgment of the court, and after 
stating the facts continued: I think the county court judge was right. 
The only provision of the Money-lenders Act, 1900, bat gen sae to give 
any jurisdiction to the court of bankruptcy is the third sub-section of 
section 1, which is in these words: ‘‘On any application relating to the 
admission or amount of a proof by a money-lender ia any bankruptcy 
proceedings, the court may exercise the like powers as may be exercised 
under this section when proceedings are taken for the recovery of money "’ ; 
and the question is whether it can be said that there was in fact any 
application relating either to the admission or to the amount of a proof 
within the meaning of this enactment so as to give the court jurisdiction. 
It was contended that there was, and that the so-called withdrawal of 
the proof by the creditor was ineffective, It was said that the lodging 
of the proof in the circumstances already mentioned created rights in 
favour of the trustee in connection with the security, and that, therefore, 
it was not competent to the creditor to withdraw the proof. This is, in 
my opinion, a mistaken contention. The first schedule to the Act of 1883 
deals with ‘‘ meetings of creditors,’ and provides, rule 8, that before 
voting at the first meeting a creditor shall make and lodge with the official 
receiver a proof of his debt; it further provides (rule 10) that, for the 
purpose of voting, a secured creditor shall in his proof state the value at 
which he assesses his security, and shall vote only in respect of the amount 
of his debt after deducting that assessed value, and that if he votes in 
respect of his whole debt he shall be deemed to have surrendered his 
security unless the court, on application, is satisfied that the omission to 
value the security has arisen from inadvertence. Rule 12 of the schedule 
gives the official receiver a right which he may exercise within twenty-eight 
days after the proof has been made use of in voting, to require the creditor 
to give up his security on payment of the estimated value, with an 
addition of 20 per cent. Then the second schedule deals with the ‘‘ proof 
of debts ’’—that is to say, with the mode and form of proof ; and in rules 9 
to 16 it deals in particular with the proof of the debts of secured creditors. 
Rule 11 directs that before ranking for dividend a secured creditor shall 
state in his proof the value at which he assesses his security, and shall be 
entitled to receive a dividend only in respect of the balance of his debt 
after deducting that value. Then rule 12 states that when a security is so 
valued the trustee may at any time redeem it on payment to the creditor of 
the assessed value, but that where it is shewn a creditor has made a bond fide 
mistake in estimating his security he may be allowed to amend his estimate, 
These schedules treat of two different matters—namely, proof of debt for 
voting purposes and proof of debt for dividend purposes, and they define 
the rights of the official receiver or the trustee, as the case may be, with 
respect to the security in the event of a secured creditor making use of his 
proof in voting or valuing his security for dividend purposes. The rules 
vest no rights in the official receiver or in the trustee in cases where the 
proof has been merely lodged for voting purposes and has never been 
made use of either for voting or for claiming a dividend. The proof in 
such cases is not adjudicated upon, and I agree with the dictwm of Cave, 
J., in Re Deerhurst (8 Morrell, p. 262), that a creditor may in such circum- 
stances withdraw his proof altogether. The withdrawal prejudices no one, 
and when withdrawn ft is as if no proof had ever been made. It was said, 
however, that the existence on the file of the respondent's cross-notice 
of motion for an order to ‘‘amend his ” estopped him from 
saying that there was no application ting to the admission or 
amount of a proof by a money-lender before the court within section 1, 
sub-section 3, of the Money-lenders Act. But when this cross-motion 
was called on, as it was immediately after the trustee’s motion had 
been dismissed, Pockett’s counsel abandoned it. This he was 
entitled to do, and it thereupon stood dismissed, with costs. In my 
opinion the presence of this notice of motion on the file could not 
be called in aid by the trustee in order to found a jurisdiction for the 
hearing of his (the trustee’s) motion, which otherwise would not exist. 
The creditor’s notice of motion was no more than an intimation of 
an intention to apply. It was in no sense an application, and the 
intention could be abandoned (as in this case it was) at any moment. For 
these reasons I think that the withdrawal by the creditor of his 
was valid, and that the effect of the withdrawal was to deprive 
court of the jurisdiction given to it sub-section 3 of section 1 
of the Money-lenders Act. It was contended that the 
had jurisdiction, notwithstanding the limitation to be found in 
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Act of Parliament, and in support of this contention reference was 
made to the case of Re A Debtor (1903, 1 K. B. 705). That was a 
case in which the debtor had submitted to a judgment in a money- 
lender’s action. The money-lender then presented a petition founded cn 
non-payment of the judgment debt, and the court directed the registrar 
to open up the accounts in order to see whether a sufficient petitioning 
creditor's debt was in reality payable. This direction, however, was not 
given under the powers of the Money-lenders Act at all, but was given 
under the well-settled power of this court to go behind any judgment 
which may have been signed against a debtor. The case has, therefore, 
no bearing on the point now before us. Of course, our decision leaves it 
open to the trustee to pursue his remedies in the ordinary courts of law. 
We say no more than that, in the circumstances of this case, the county 
court judge sitting in bankruptcy was right in holding that he had no 
age maene to grant to the trustee the relief asked for. The appeal will 

dismissed, with costs. Sutton, J., desires me to say that he agrees 
with this judgment. Leave to appeal was granted.—CounseL, C. A, 
Russell, K.C., and A. H. Poyser; Shearman, K.C., and Tindall Davis. 
Souicrrors, Clarke, Caikin, § Son; Plunkett § Leader. 

| Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Solicitors’ Cases. 
Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 


July 29.—Epwarp Lewis Warrney Cnave, 65, London-wall. 

July 29.—A.trrep Cuartes Dowprine. 

July 29.—Wartson Dyer. 

July 29.—Samve. Henry Sear, of West Hartlepool, 
Solicitor Ordered to’ be Suspended. 


July 29.—WitiraM Prerce Ronerts, of Llanrwst, Denbigh, suspended 
for two years. 











New Orders, &c. 








Notice. 
The Land Registry Office will be closed on Monday, the 5th of August, 
1907. By Orper. 
Societies. 


The Law Society. 


ADJOURNED ANNUAL MEETING. 

The adjourned annual meeting of the Law Society was held at the 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on Thursday, the 25th ult., the President 
Mr. Epmunp Ket Biytx (London), taking the chair. There was a 
moderate attendance, amongst those present being Mr. J. 8. Beale (vice- 
president), Mr, Henry Attlee, Mr. Charles Mylne Barker, Mr, Ebenezer 
John Bristow, Mr. John Wreford Budd, Mv. Frank Dawes, Mr. Robert 
Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. Samuel Garrett, Mr. William Edward Gillett, 
Mr. Henry Edward Gribble, Sir John Hollams, Mr. Henry James 
Johnson, Mr. Henry Manisty, Mr. Richard Pennington, Mr. Charles 
Leopold Samson, Mr. Walter Trower, Mr. William Howard Winter- 
botham, Mr. Philip Witham, members of the Council; Mr. Thomas 
Eggar (Brighton), Mtr. Charles Elton Longmore (Hertford), Mr. C. H. 
Morton (Liverpool), Mr. W. H. Norton (Manchester), extraordinary 
members; and Mr. E. W. Williamson (secretary) and Mr, §, P. 
Bucknill (assistant secretary). 

Vacancies on Covuncit. 

The Presrtpent said that before calling on the chairman of the 
scrutineers to read their report with regard to the election to fill 
the eleven vacancies on the Council caused by the retirement of ten 
members by rotation and the resignation of Mr. 8. H. King, of Maid- 
stone, he should like to express his sense of the kindness of those 
on both sides who had sent out circulars in that they hoped that he 
would not be one of those who would not be elected. 

Mr. W. J. Fraser (London), chairman of the scrutineers, read the 
report of the scrutineers who had examined the voting papers, from 
which it appeared that the numberof voting papers received was 5,175, 
which there were (a) received after the proper date, 16; (b) unsigned, 
30; (c) less than seven names struck out, 21. The votes given in favour 
of each candidate were as follows:—Mr. Herbert Beaumont (Wake- 
field), 2,422; *Mr. Edmund Kell Blyth (London), 3,645; *Mr. John 
Wreford Budd (London), 2,547; Mr. Harvey Clifton (London), 1,594; 
Mr. Walter Dowson (London), 2,478; *Mr. Robert Ellett (Cirencester), 
3,380; *Mr. William Francis Fladgate (London), 2,441; *Mr. William 
Edward Foster (Aldershot), 2,646; *the Right Hon. Sir Henry Fowler, 
G.C.8.L, M.P. (Wolverhampton), 3,501; Mr. Walter Gerald Gurney 
(Cheltenham), 2,463; Mr. John Waller Hills, M.P. (London), 2,532; 
“Mr. Henry Manisty (London), 2.833; *Mr. Charles Berkeley Margetts 
(Huntingdon), 2.896: Mr. Richard Alfred Pinsent (Birmingham), 2,523; 
*Mr. Thomas ‘Rawle (London), 3,008; Mr. William Arthur Sharpe 
(London), 2,605; Mr. Frank William Stone (Tunbridge Wells), 2,967 ; 
*Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor (London), 2,149. The names of candi- 
dates duly elected were as follows:—*Mr,. Edmund Kell Blyth, 3,645; 


Ellett, 3,380; *Mr. Thomas Rawle, 3,008; Mr. Frank William Stone, 
2,967; *Mr. Charles Berkeley Margetts, 2,827; *Mr. Henry Manisty, 
2,833;. *Mr. William Edward Foster, 2,646; Mr. William Arthur 
Sharpe, 2,605; *Mr. John Wreford Budd (London), 2,457; Mr. John 
Waller Hills, M.P. (London), 2,532. 

The Prestpent moved a vote of thanks to the scrutineers, and it 
was carried, 

Retiring MemsBers or Councit. 

The following motion was moved by Mr, Rozserr Exrert (Ciren- 
cester) on behalf of the Council at the annual general meeting on the 
5th ult.: “That the necessary steps be taken for altering the charter 
of 1845 and the bye-laws so as to provide that three of the members 
of the Council retiring at each annual meeting shall be ineligible 
for re-election for one year, such three members to be determined 
by the Council.” 

Mr, G. H. Raprorp, M.P. (London), thereupon moved the following 
amendment at the same meeting: “ That the necessary steps be taken 
for altering the charter and bye-laws so as to provide that the retiring 
members at each annual meeting should be ineligible for re-election for 
one year, but that this provision is not to apply to persons nominated 
as president or vice-president,’ and the amendment having been nega- 
tived, Mr. Radford demanded a poll. 

Mr. FRASER now read the report of the scrutineers, to the effect 
that there were 1,180 votes given in favour of the amendment and 3,328 
votes given against it, and the scrutineers submitted that the amend- 
ment was lost by a majority of 2,148. The number of voting papers 
received was 4,566, of which there were: (a) unsigned, 8; (b) incom- 
plete, 5; (c) improperly signed, 1; (d) received after the proper date, 
44, making a total of 58. 

The PrestpEnt said he had to declare the amendment lost, and he 
would move that the resolution proposed by Mr, Ellett should be 
adopted. 

Mr. RaprorpD rose upon a point of order. He asked whether the 
resolution the President had just read was that which had been circu- 
lated amongst the members of the society before the meeting on the 
5th of July as that which would be brought forward at that meeting. 

Mr. Henry Arrire (London) said that it was the resolution which 
had been moved at the annual meeting over which he (Mr. Attlee) had 
presided by Mr. Ellett. 

Mr. Cuartes Forp (London) said that if the resolution were adopted 
the society would gain nothing at all. He did not say it in any 
degree offensively to the Council, but the Council would remain a 
family gathering as before, and the partners or friends, or something 
of the kind, of those who went out of office would be elected to 
fill their places, and the whole thing would amount to a house list, 
as it always had been. He could speak of it for forty years, and this 
wretched house list would, he was inclined to think, go on always 
as before. 

The resolution was adopted. 


ConstrTuTIOoN oF CoUNCIL. 
The PrestpEnt said a second resolution was moved by Mr. Ellett 
at the annual meeting, and seconded by Sir John Gray Hill, as follows: 
“That the necessary steps be taken to provide by bye-law that the 
ordinary members of the Council shal] consist, so long as such members 
are forty in number, of twenty-nine Metropolitan members and eleven 
provincia] members of the society, and that with the view of promot- 
ing the election of desirable members of the society to fill vacancies 
in the Council arising among the Metropolitan members, a small com- 
mittee of not more than six members of the society practising in the 
Metropolis, not being members of the Council, be appointed at the 
January meeting in each year to confer with a committee of the 
Council and jointly with them to decide upon the most suitable mem- 
bers of the society to be nominated for election to fill the places of 
such of the members of the Council so retiring as aforesaid as are 
Metropolitan members and vacancies in the Council in the current 
year amongst Metropolitan members caused by death, resignation, dis- 
qualification, or otherwise.’’ That resolution, upon a show of hands, 
= lost, and a poll by voting papers was thereupon directed to be 
taken. 
Mr. Fraser read the report of the scrutineers upon the poll, as 
follows: “ There were 2,311 votes given in favour of the motion, and 
1,881 votes against the motion. Accordingly we submit that the 
motion is carried by a majority of 430 votes. The number of voting 
papers received was 4,240, of which there were (a) unsigned, 6; (bj 
neutrals, 3; (c) improperly signed, 2; (d) received after the proper 
date, 37; making a total of 48.’’ 
. Mr, Raprorp again rose to a point of order. His objection was that 
the resolution read by the President was not that of which notice was 
given that it would be brought forward at the meeting on the 5th of 
July, and a great constitutional change had been made in its wording, 
of which the members had had no notice whatever when they came to 
that meeting. The resolution of which the members had notice was 
as follows: ‘‘ That the necessary steps be taken for providing by bye- 
law that, with the view of promoting the election of desirable members 
of the society to fill vacancies in the Council, a small committee of not 
more than six members be appointed at the January meeting in each 
year to confer with a committee of the Council, and to consider the 
most suitable members of the society to be elected to fill vacancies in 
the Conncil in the current year.’’ It appeared to him that there was @ 
great discrepancy between the two resolutions, ° 


a —_—_-+-—_ 











“the Right Hon. Sir Henry Fowler, G.C.8.1., M.P. 3,501; *Mr. Robert 


* Retiring members of the Council. 





















the s 
Assoc 
movec 
Counc 
as a | 
What 
tion : 
Societ 

The 
was c 
carrie 


31st u 
the re) 
was br 
James 
Mylne 
Bristo' 








907. 


im Stone, 
Manisty, 
n Arthur 
Mr. John 






s, and it 


t (Ciren- 
g on the 
e charter 
members 
ineligible 
termined 


following 
be taken 
. retiring 
ction for 
ominated 
en nega- 


he effect 
ind 3,328 
) amend- 
y papers 
) incom- 
er date, 


and he 
ould be 


ther the 
nm circu- 
- on the 
meeting. 
n which 


lee) had 


adopted 
in any 
main a 
mething 
cted to 
ise list, 
nd this 
always 


. Ellett 
‘ollows : 
hat the 
embers 
| eleven 
promot- 
cancies 
ll com- 
in the 
at the 
of the 
e mem- 
aces of 
as are 
current 
yn, dis- 
hands, 
| to be 


oll, as 
n, and 
at the 
voting 
6; (bj 
proper 


as that 
ce was 
5th of 
ording, 
ame to 
ce was 
ry bye- 
embers 
of not 
n each 
ler the 
cies in 
was @ 















Aug. 3, 1907. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 51.] 689 














Mr. Arrtze said the resolution upon which the poll had been taken 
was exactly what was voted upon. That was the resolution which came 
before the meeting, and no other. 

Mr. Raprorp persisted that his point was that gross irregularity 
had been permitted. 

Mr. Arrtee said there had been no irregularity whatever, and to 
say that such had been the case reflected upon his (Mr, Attlee’s) con- 
duct as president on that occasion. 

Mr. Forp rose to a point of order, namely, that the President was 
chairman of the present meeting, and ought to deal with such matters. 

The Presrpent said he should be glad if Mr. Attlee were allowed to 
proceed. A verbal, but only a verbal, amendment had been made in 
the resolution after it had been communicated to the members, and 
that verbal amendment was read out at the meeting on the 5th of July, 
and assented to by the meeting. : 

Mr, Raprorp said he was pointing out that there was a grave dis- 
crepancy between the resolution of which notice was given for the 
annual meeting and the resolution which had been read the Presi- 
dent, and, in the absence of explanation, he asserted that a gross 
irregularity had been committed. A reference to the minutes of the 
last meeting might explain the matter, and he would be greatly obliged 
if the President would point out how the resolution sent round to the 
members had been transformed into that before the present meeting. 

Mr. B. ARK iE (Liverpool) said that everybody would admit that the 
resolution was put on the notice paper in a certain form, and that 
the resolution now before the meeting was in a different form. But 
at a meeting of the Associated Provincial Law Societies it was pointed 
out that the resolution, if carried as it originally stood, would disturb 
the arrangement under which the country members of the Council were 
elected, and it was suggested that the selection of Metropolitan candi- 
dates should be allocated to a committee of Metropolitan members of 
the society to fill up Metropolitan vacancies. That suggestion of the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies was submitted to Mr, Ellett, who 
moved the motion on behalf of the Council, and was accepted by the 
Council, and the bye-laws provided that the Council were not required, 
as a matter of fact, to give notice of anything they chose to move. 
What had been moved and what had been voted upon was the resolu- 
tion as amended at the request of the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies. 

The PrestpEent said he must rule that the report of the scrutineers 
on, Sa and upon that report he should declare the resolution 

carried, 





FURTHER ADJOURNED MEETING. 
Soricrrors’ Accounts. 


The Presrpent also took the chair at the meeting on Thursday, the 
81st ult., which had been adjourned from the 12th ult., on which occasion 
the report of the Solicitors’ Practice Committee as to Solicitors’ Accounts 
was brought forward. (See ante, p. 654.) Among those present were Mr. 
James Samuel Beale (vice-president), Mr. Henry Attlee, Mr. Charles 
Mylne Barker, Mr. Thomas William Bischoff, Mr. Ebenezer John 
Bristow, Mr. John Wreford Budd, Mr. Frank Dawes, Mr. Robert Ellett 
(Cirencester), Mr. Samuel Garrett, Mr. William Edward Gillett, Mr. 
William Godden, Mr. Henry Edward Gribble, Sir John Edward Gray Hill 
(Liverpool), Mr. John Waller Hills, M.P., Sir John Hollams, Mr. Henry 
James Johnson, Mr. William George King, Mr. Joseph Farmer Milne 
(Manchester), Mr. Richard Pennington, Mr. Thomas Rawle, Sir Albert 
Kaye Rollit. B.A., LL.D... D.C L, Mr. Charles Leopold Samson, Mr. 
William Arthur Sharpe, Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor, Mr. Walter 
Trower, Mr. Edward Francis Turner, Mr. William Howard Winterbotham, 
and Mr. Philip Witham, members of the Council; Mr. Thomas Eggar 
(Brighton), Mr. C. H. Morton (Liverpool), Mr. W. N. Norton (Manchester), 
and Mr A. Copson Peake (Leeds), extraordinary members; and Mr. 
E. W. Williamson (secretary) and Mr. 8. P. Bucknill (assistant secretary). 

At the meeting on the 12th ult. Mr. Watrer Dowson, the Chairman 
of the Solicitors’ Practice Committee, moved : 

“TI. That the report be received, and that the following recommendations 
contained therein be adopted seriatim : 

1. That it is the duty of every solicitor to keep full and accurate 
acounts, which should be periodically balanced. 

2. That moneys received by a solicitor on behalf of his client should be 
kept separate from his own moneys, and thata convenient way of effecting 
this is opening a clients’ money account at a bank into which all moneys 
received by a solicitor to any part of which a client is, or under any 
circumstances may be, entitled should in the first instance be paid. 

3. That moneys of clients in the hands of, or under the control of a 
solicitor, should only be used on account and with the authority of the 
client to whom they respectively belong. 

4. That any increment in the nature of interest, income, or other profit 
accruing on clients’ moneys should be credited to the clients whose moneys 
have produced such interest, income, or profit, and that any solicitor who, 
without the authority of his client, should retain for his own use any 
such interest, income, or other profit is guilty of professional impropriety. 

5. That except under special and unavoidable circumstances it is no 
sat of a solicitor’s business to hold money belonging to a client for any 
engthened period, and that it is contrary to right practice to do so. 

6. That in cases where a solicitor finds himself in on of money 
of a substantial amount not his own, of which he cannot immediately or 
within a short time discharge himself, it is his duty, if he does not keep a 
separate clients’ account at a bank, and it is desirable evan if he does keep 
such a separate account, to pay that money inta 9 deposit account 


separate, not only from his own money, but from all other money, and to 


earmark it, by indorsement on the deposit receipt or otherwise, as . 
ing to the particular client or matter. 
7. That every solicitor should either (a) have his accounts audited at 


least once a year by a chartered or incorporated sore, & > 
ogy account for all moneys received by him on behalf of 
clients. ~ 


8. That in the case of every solicitor whose accounts are audited by a 
chartered or incorporated accountant he should be required annually, on 
applying for his practising certificate, to forward to the society pepe te 
from such accountant stating that the accounts had been properly kept 
and duly audited. 

9. That in the case of every solicitor whose accounts are not so audited he 
should be required annually, on appl ing for his ) -eacvany 3 certificate, to 
forward to the society a statutory how Fron as follows: (a) That he had 
kept a separate bank account for all moneys received by him on behalf of 
his clients, and that all such moneys had been into that account and 
had been used only for or on account of the clients to whom they 
respectively belong. (5) That all increment in the nature of interest, 
income, or other profit accruing on such moneys had been credited to the 
clients whose moneys ly had produced such interest, income or 
profit ; and (c) That on the date of the declaration all such moneys had 
been duly dealt with or were in hand and available,’’ 

A discussion ensued with regard to recommendations 7, 8, and 9, and 
Mr, Writ1am Connerr (President of the Manchester Law As:ociation) 
moved an amendment, which was seconded by Mr, B, Arxue (Liverpool), 
in the following terms: ‘‘That the report of the committee be received, 
and that the recommendations be adopted with the exception of Nos. 7, 8, 
and 9.’’ 

The amendment was adopted by a large majority, and Mr, Dowson 
thereupon demanded a poll, and the meeting was accordingly adjourned in 
order that it might be taken. 

Mr. J. Hutsert (chairman of the scrutineers) now read the report of 
the scrutineers as follows: ‘‘ We, the undersigned, the scrutineers duly 
appointed to take the aforesaid poll, beg to re as follows: The 
secretary handed to us on Monday, the 29th of July, 1907, the box 
containing the voting papers, which he informed us had been placed in it 
as they were delivered. They were opened and examined by us. The 
schedule hereto annexed contains a statement of the total number of 
voting papers received, and the number rejected, and the grounds of such 
rejection. There were 4,635 votes given in favour of the amendment and 
691 votes given against the amendment. Accordingly we submit that the 
amendment is carried by a majority of 3,944 votes. The voting papers 
have been closed up under our seal, 

Tue ScuEDULE REFERRED TO IN THE AnNEXED Report, 


The number of voting papers received was... 5,356 
of which there were : 
(2) Unsigned eee ove oe oe oe 6 
(6) Incomplete ove ee ae eee 5 
(c) Received after the proper date ee 19 = 
5,326 
Votes in favour ... oe . ee 4,635 
Votes against ... eve ooo eco oe 691 
— 5,326 
eee 
(Signed) J. Huxnerr (Chairman), 
E. R. 8. Sxzzts, 
W. Daummonp Miirxen, 


E. R. Boorn, 
Wiurri CO, Marnews.”’ 

The Presrpent said that oe that report he had to declare that the 
amendment was carried, and it was now his duty to put the amendment as 
a substantive resolution. 

Mr. Tuomas Raw iz (London) seconded the motion. 

Mr. Joszerpx Appison (London) thought it would be convenient if the 
President would put the recommendations one by one, because there were 
certain verbal amendments members might wish to move with t to 
them. He did not think it fair to the meeting to put the whole of them 
en bloc. 

The Presrpent said that in view of the notice of amendments = by 
Sir John Gray Hill, and of a commanication received from Mr. t, 
who unfortunately was unable to be present, he had given the very great- 
est possible eration to the matter, and before Sir John Gray Hill's 
amendment was discussed he should have to consider whether he was able 
to accept itasan amendment. But it eee for members to 
move verbal amendments which might bs separately. 

Sir Jonn Gray Hitz (Liverpool) said his amendment was as follows: 
‘*That while objecting to clause 2 of Mr. Dowson’s resolution,® this 
meeting declares: That it is the proper ce for every solicitor while 


he has in his money of a su tial amount not his own, to 
either (a) have his accounts ted at least once a by a chartered or 
inco’ accountant, or (4) keep a se bank account or 


for all such money which, if kept at the where the solicitor re ve 
own account, shonld be earmarked in such a way that the credit 

on the same cannot be set off by the banker against a debit balance on the 
solicitor’s own account.’’ He explained that he was moving this as a 
vate member of the society, and not in any way as & member of the 


uncil. 





DP 





* Subsequently withdrawa by Mr Dowson 
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The Presipenr said that, having given the notice of amendment the 
most careful consideration, and having great regard and great respect for 
Sir John Gray Hill’s position and standing in the society, and with an 
earnest wish to do what was right, he might say that it, together with 
a letter which had been received from Mr. Cobbett, had been considered 
by the Council. He regretted to say that he must decline to accept the 
amendment on the ground that it was a principle that the decision of a 
general meeting could not be reopened, directly or indirectly, by an 
amendment, after that decision has been come to. Sir John Gray Hill’s 
amendment, although it varied in some details, was substantially the 
same as No. 7 of the committee’s recommendations, which by a large 
majority had been rejected. Therefore he felt it his duty to hold that it 
was out of order, and he was not able to receive it as an amendment. 


Sir Joun Gray Hr said that decision had been come to without hearing 
the point of order argued. 

The Presitpent said he thought the meeting would consider that the 
decision of the chair upon a point of order could not be discussed and 


argued. 

Sir Joun Gray Hii said that judgment did not usually precede argu- 
ment, but he would bow to the President’s decision. 

Mr. Appison said he took it that what was now before the meeting was 
the original recommendations moved as a whole, and from which a certain 

rtion had been struck out, that certain portion containing directions to 
the body of the profession, both at the hall and elsewhere—the large 
majority of the profession—seemed to him most properly rejected. There 
were before the meeting a series of recommendations, to each one of which 
certain verbal alterations might be suggested. Recommendation No. 2 read: 
‘* That moneys received by a solicitor on behalf of his client should be kept 

te from his own moneys, and that a convenient way of effecting this 
is by opening a clients’ money account at a bank into which all moneys 
received by a solicitor to any part of which a client is, or under any cir- 
cumstances may be, entitled should in the first instance be paid.’’ He 
wanted to insert after the words “‘on behalf of his clients should’’ the 
words ‘‘as far as practicable.’’ The moneys of the solicitor and of the 
client must continually be becoming mixed more or less, temporarily or 
otherwise. He did not wish to make a long speech. He thought they had 
already got a sufficient mandate from the profession with regard to what 
they were doing. They might otherwise be passing resolutions which 
some of those practising in London and in large towns felt would be 
exceedingly disadvantageous and troublesome to those who were in 
smaller practice and those practising in the country. Therefore he pro- 
posed his amendment to recommendation No. 2. 

Mr. Rawte said he did not call that a verbal amendment. It wasa 
substantial amendment, and knocked the bottom out of the recommenda- 
tion. He submitted it was out of order, for the very reason for which the 
President had ruled Sir John Gray Hill's amendment out of order. Mr. 
Cobbett’s amendment had been carried by an overwhelming majority, and 
he asserted that none of the recommendations could be reopened. They 
were included in the amendment which had been carried. 

The Presrpent said he had consulted the Vice-President, who, as they 
knew, was a man of great experience in these matters, and he thought that 
the words were not contrary to the principle of No. 2. Therefore he must 
accept Mr. Addison’s amendment. 

Mr. Avstrn (London) seconded the amendment because he thought the 
words which were proposed to be inserted merely expressed what was the 
true meaning of the recommendation in the opinion of all those who were 
desirous of supporting it. It made clear what was intended, and it 
deprived the recommendation of objections which might very reasonably 
be raised against it in its present form. The amendment did nothing 
more, in his opinion, than make the recommendation a working one that 
solicitors could observe and stand by. 

Mr. W. P. W. Puriurmore (London) pointed out that the words proposed 
to be inserted were perfect surplusage. If the thing were impracticable 
nobody could carry it out, therefore the amendment was totally unnecessary. 

Mr. Lyext (London) said he would like to ask the mover of the amend- 
ment who was to be the judge of whether it was practicable or not. They 
were considering these matters in the face of considerable criticism outside 
the profession, and he ventured to suggest that if the meeting passed the 
amendment the society would be held up to the ridicule of the outside 
public, who would say the Council of the society and the members were 
not serious in putting forward this reform as to the treatment of solicitors’ 
accounts. Mr. Addison had said it was impossible to avoid mixing the 
clients’ moneys with those of the solicitors. He traversed that statement 
altogether. If two separate accounts were kept they could be kept in a 
perfectly workable manner in the terms of the recommendation, and he 
asked the general body of members with the integrity and honour of their 
profession at heart to cast out this amendment and support the original 
resolution which was before the meeting. 

Mr. Cuanres Forp (London) asked what was coming out of it all? As far 
as one could see nothing at all, and the public would say that there did 
not seem any very serious intention of altering things. There was one 
way in which things might be altered, and that had been referred to by 
Sir Albert Rollit, who had pointed out in a note at the foot of a memoradum 
by him in the committee’s report that what ought to be seriously con- 
sidered was the question of guarantee. 

Mr. Dowson said that the amendment knocked the bottom out of the 
recommendation. If everybody was to have his own view of what was 
practicable and what was not, everybody who wanted to do the thing that 
—— to be might do it. 

Paesipenr = the amendment to the meeting, and it was negatived. 

Sir Joux Guay Hirt said that as the President had admitted an amend- 

> h he had rejected that which he had proposed, he would 
now take the liberty of proposing another amendment to recommendation 





No. 2. He proposed to omit after the words ‘“‘ his own moneys” the 
words ‘‘ and that a convenient way of effecting this is.’’ The recommen- 
dation would then run ‘‘ That moneys received by a solicitor on behalf of 
his client should be kept separate from his own moneys by opening a clients’ 
money account at a bank to which all moneys received by a solicitor to any 
part of which a client is, or under any circumstances may be, entitled 
should in the first instance be paid.’’ The reason he moved this was that 
he had heard solicitors who adopted the words of the recommendation as it 
stood saying that they would satisfy it by keeping separate accounts of 
their clients’ moneys in their books, although it said the solicitor should 
keep the moneys of the client separate. 


Mr. C. L. Samson rose to order. He asked whether this was not repeat- 
ing exactlyin another form the amendment which the President had already 
ruled out of order. 

The Present said he did not think the amendment in any way clashed 
with his ruling with regard to Sir John Gray Hill’s former amendment. 

Mr. Samvet Garrett (London), as a point of order, submitted that all 
these amendments were out of order. The report of a committee could 
not be amended, because that would be to put words into the mouth of the 
committee which the committee had not used. They must either accept 
the committee's report or reject it. If these verbal amendments were to 
be allowed to be moved there was no sayiug when the meeting would be 
concluded, and he appealed to those who thought there should be verbal 
amendments not to move them, partly because they were out of order and 
partly because of the position in which the meeting stood to-day. 

The Presrpent said he thought Mr. Garrett had overlooked the fact that 
the motion said that the report should be received, not that it should be 
adopted, with the exception of recommendations 7, 8, and 9. Under 
these circumstances Nos. 1 to 6 were before the meeting in detail. He 
hoped the meeting would agree with the feeling which had been shewn 
that it was undesirable that they should go into detail upon very small 
matters, and they had better leave the recommendations substantially as 
they stood. 

Mr. Henry Arrier (London) said the amendment would be altering the 
resolution which had been voted upon. 

Mr. Appison suggested that the amendment practically made recom- 
mendation No. 2 the same as recommendation No. 74, which had already 
been rejected. 

A Memper suggested if it were in order that there should be inserted 
after the word ‘‘ moneys”’ the words ‘‘ or securities passing by delivery.” 

Mr. Lzonarp We tts (London) thought that really the great majorit 
of the meeting were getting heartily sick of discussing the matter. tt 
had been brought forward no doubt with the very best possible in- 
tentions by certain members of the profession, but the only effect it had 
had, he ventured to say, was to instil into the minds of the public the 
impression that solicitors were a very dishonest set of people. : 

The Presrpent said that recommendation No. 2 was so far before the 
meeting that a verbal alteration to it couid be moved. He did not think 
the verbal alteration proposed could be held to be a negation of No. 7d. 

Sir Joun Gray Hirt said his object was to leave out words which 
seemed to make it doubtful whether the solicitor could keep his 
clients’ moneys separate from his own or otherwise by putting it into 
a separate banking account. Of course it could be done by keeping a 
bag of gold and notes as the clients’ moneys, but that was not practical 
politics. Therefore the matter came to a separate banking account. 
What could be the objection of those who were opposed to the altera- 
tion he was proposing? It could only be that in their minds they were 
going to say that they accepted reccommendation No. 2, but they were 
going to keep their clients’ moneys separate from their own by making 
entries in their books. That was not keeping separate the clients’ moneys. 
Therefore when the recommendation said that opening a separate banking 
account was a convenient way of doing it, that was not sensible. It was 
the only way of doing it, and he wanted to say it was the only way by his 
amendment. That, of course, opened the whole question as to the 
desirability of separate accounts. He had said something upon this 
subject at the last general meeting, where the matter was dealt with, and 
did not waut to repeat his arguments, but he wanted to say that in his 
experience, which extended over more than forty years, it had been 
found a most simple and satisfactory thing to do to put the clients’ 
moneys into a separate account. There could be no confusion whatever 
about it. The only difficulty that had been suggested of any moment 
at all was where a solicitor received a mixed account partly of his 
own money and partly of his clients’, and the question was asked what 
was he todo? What he (Sir John Gray Hill) did was to put the whole 
into the clients’ account and draw back the money that belonged to him 
as soon as the amount was ascertained. Buta reasonable estimate might 
be made of the solicitor’s portion. But he considered it a matter of very 
great importance indeed to have the clients’ moneys placed in a separate 
account, because the solicitor knew at once by looking at his own bank 
book what belonged to him and what did not. If he had to go through 
his books to find that out he might make a mistake—solicitors were bad 
accountants—or the solicitor’s book-keeper might be deceived. The solicitor 
might say there was so much at the bank, and he might draw some money 
out and might find that he had drawn out something belonging to his client. 
It was therefore extremely desirable to adopt his proposition. What was the 
objection to the separate bank account? He had never heard any given 
except what he had mentioned. There was the objection of the inherent 
conservatism of the solicitor. A man did not want to be told that he 
ought to make a change. There was no question of compulsion, but 
that it should be a matter of practice to adopt the system. That was all. 
It was said that putting the money into a separate account would not 
prevent a dishonest man from stealing. That was perfectly 
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whose interests they ought to look in the future, the men who were going 
to replace them, into the way of always distinguishing between their own 
moneys and those of anybody else. It was true that a man’s character 
could not be changed when it was once formed. They considered their 
own children and gave them paternal instruction. 

The Presipent said that Sir John Gray Hill’s speech was really a strong 
argument in favour of recommendation 7), which had already been 
rejected. He was afraid he could not allow that question to be again 
discussed, and he must decline under the circumstances to put the 
amendment. 

Mr. J. Watter Hirxs, M.P. (London), seconded the amendment. 

The Presipent said he must rule the amendment out of order. 

Mr. Puitirmore said he would move an amendment which would get 
rid of the difficulty. 

A Memser rose to a point of order. He said that the society by an 
overwhelming majority had not only rejected recommendations Nos. 7, 8, 
and 9, but had adopted the whole of the resolutions. He thought that fact 
had rather been left out of sight. 

Mr. Puitimore said his amendment would be that in lieu of reading ‘‘a 
convenient way of effecting this’’ it should read ‘‘a proper way of effecting 
this.”” 

The amendment was not seconded. 

A Memper said he wished to express his disapproval of what he con- 
sidered the very hurried way in which the matter had been brought 
forward. It had been brought forward in a panic by well-intentioned 
members of the profession, probably for the benefit of the younger men ; 
but as one of the younger men he felt that they had been patted on the 
back and patronized too much, and putin a very awkward position. There 
was no doubt that alterations in the management of their affairs were re- 
quired from time to time, and that the rules and regulations should be 
brought up to date. He suggested that the best way for the meeting to 
deal with the resolution would be to reject it, not because he disapproved of 
some amendment of solicitors’ methods of management, but because he disap- 
proved of the wayin which the matter had been rushed forward. The various 
amendments shewed that the members were not at one as to the method by 
which they should carry out the alterations suggested. Let the report go 
back to those gentlemen who had taken the matter in hand very kindly but 
not judiciously, and who had only made them appear in the eyes of the 
public as dishonest men, though they were members of one of the most 
worthy of professions. Let the recommendations go back to these good 
gentlemen who were so interested in their welfare and their own, and let 
them consider, not only the resolutions which had been accepted by the poll, 
but the various amendments and objections which had been made to them 
by solicitors who knew something of their business, and let them bring 
before a meeting of the society some carefully considered motion which 
would perhaps be for the future benefit of the profession, and would not 
place them before the public, as was the case at the present moment, as 
alleging themselves to be incompetent practitioners, untrustworthy cus- 
todians of their clients’ moneys, and altogether an unworthy profession. 
That, as a result of the poll, Nos. 1 to 6 of the recommendations should 
have been accepted he was not surprised, because out of two evils the 
members had chosen the least. It would have been absolutely imprac- 
ticable to accept recommendations Nos. 1 to 9. He suggested that the 
matter should be referred back, and that it should be brought forward 
at some future time in a quiet, staid, and sober manner. 

Mr. Forp said he should like to second the proposal to send back the 
whole business to the committee for further consideration. He was 
convinced that if the society accepted the recommendations, and did 
nothing else, they would be the laughing-stock of the public, and that 
before very long a further agitation would be set on foot by those outside 
the profession that something further should be done. He ventured 
to say that Sir Albert Rollit had hit upon one of the points that 
required further consideration, and he sincerely hoped it would have 
it. There was no hurry about the matter, and the report ought 
to be sent back, They could lose nothing, and might gain much. 
He trusted that the meeting would pause before recording their votes in 
favour of the resolution. The committee had never considered what was 
the practice in the United States of America upon the subject of guarantee, 
and the practice under the Code Napoleon in France. If these two points 
were considered and reported upon as they ought to be by the Council a 
great deal more would be done, and something quite different to that 
which had been brought forward at the meeting. 

The Presipent, in putting the substantive motion, remarked that it 
embodied the unanimous opinion both of those members of the committee 
who signed the majority and those who signed the minority report. 

The motion was adopted. 

Enrororne THE RECOMMENDATIONS. 

Mr. Dowson said the next business of the meeting was to consider the 
resolution of which he gave notice as follows: ‘‘ That the Council of the 
society be requested to apply to Parliament for an Act, and, if necessary, 
for a new charter, giving the society such control over every practising 
solicitor, whether a member of the society or not, as may be necessary in 
order to make and enforce rules and regulations to give effect to the fore- 
going recommendations.’’ Looking, however, to the fact of the vote 
which had been taken on the poll, with the leave of the meeting he did not 
propose to move the reso)ution. 

Compvtsory Mempersnir or tae Socirery. 

Mr. Dowson said that he desired to move the third resolution of which 
he had given notice—namely : ‘‘ That the Council of the society be also 
requested to apply to Parliament for an Act, and, if n , for a new 
charter, providing that all solicitors admitted hereafter should be members 
of the society.” 





Mr. C. J. E. Crosse (Manchester) seconded the motion. 

Mr. Rozerr Ex.err (Cirencester) said that before the resolution was 
dealt with he should like to call the attention of the meeting to the 
position they were placed in with regard to the question. In the first 
place there was not a word of comment, of fact, or of discussion in the 
report of the committee on the subject ; in the second place, there was not 
a word in the order of reference to the committee that entitled them™to 
deal with the matter at all; and, in the third place, this was a question 
far too complex to be dealt with in an off-hand way like this. It was 
common knowledge that for years past this question had been the subject 
of papers and discussions at the provincial meetings of the society. There 
was a very strong feeling in the minds of — that a large number of 
solicitors took advantage of the work of the ty without contributing 
L its funds 1 Ay members, a that this was unfair. There was 

so a strong feeling that some control, although’perhaps not very great 
might be obtained over solicitors if they were compulsorily made 
members of the society. But in all discussions to which he had 
referred the society had come to the conclusion finally that 
the thing was impractible. On one occasion those who supported 
the proposal were invited to draft a Bill and did so, and that Bill 
was very carefully considered by the Council. He said carefully con- 
sidered, but the fact was that as it took the shape of a Bill it was seen 
to be obviously a thing which could not possibly be agreed to. If it was 
to be put to the meeting at all—and he did not mean by that that the 
subject should be banished from their minds, he was quite sure it ought 
not to be—but it certainly required further serious consideration before 
the step was taken of resolving in the terms of the resolution. 

A Memser moved the previous question, and this was carried, so that the 
resolution fell to the ground. 








Obituary. 


Mr. J. P. Murphy, K.C. 


Mr. John Patrick Murphy, K.C., died on Wednesday in last week. He 
was educated at Stonyhurst and Trinity College, Dublin. He was called 
to the bar in 1856, and became a Queen’s Counsel in 1874. Mr. Murphy, 
in his early years of practice, was, according to the Times, ‘‘ devil” to 
Sir George Honyman, Baron Pollock, and Mr. Henry Hawkins (now Lord 
Brampton). After he took silk he attained a practice, being 
generally retained in all the parliamentary election petitions. He had a 

aralytic stroke in 1896, but he was able to act as treasurer of the Middle 

‘emple during the year 1897. He, however, retired from the bar at the 
end of his term of office. He was universally liked by his colleagues at 
the bar, and was, indeed, as Mr. Justice Bray said last week, a friend of 
all barristers, whether leaders or juniors. ‘1 know no one,” added the 
learned judge, ‘* whose career at the bar shews better than his what an 
honourable barrister should be.’’ 


Mr. Hammond-Chambers, K.C. 


Mr. Robert Sharp Borgnis Hammond-Chambers, K.C., died on the 25th 
ult. Two days before he was at chambers as usual. He was called to the 
bar in 1879, and was created a Queen’s Counsel in December, 1897. He had 
a considerable practice and was much esteemed at the bar. Mr. Justice 
Jelf, at the Birmingham Assizes, said he had known Mr. Hammond- 
Chambers for many years, and he had always esteemed and loved him as a 
man, as an honest, co us, and brave advocate, never turning a hair's 
breadth to the right or the left from what was right and true and just. 
He was a man of great learning, great reading, many resources, and a 
man of very wide culture. . 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Epmunp Ket. Bryrn, solicitor, who was elected President of the 
Law Society at the recent annual meeting, comes from a family of Bir- 
mingham merchants. He spent his school life in Birmingham, and was 
articled to Mr. William Henry Reece, of that town, ener on the last year 
of the term in London with Mr. Edwin Wilkins Field, of the then firm of 
Sharpe, Field, & Co, He was admitted in 1852, and entered into partner- 
ship with his first principa), attending to the cy business at the 
London office. Three F later he joined Mr. 
the cousin of Mr. E. W. Field, and the firm became Reece, & 
Blyth, and, after several changes, the present firm of Blyth, Dutton, 
Hartley, & Blyth, of Gresham House, of which Mr. Blyth is the senior 
member, and the business of which is principally that of parliamentary 
solicitors and agents. Mr. Blyth interested h f in the see oe of the 
London bridges, and in 1876 he prepared a Bill with that object which 
was introduced into Parliament, and, although it did not become law, it 
resulted in a Bill being introduced by the Board of Works in the 
session which was passed, and the ten bridges over the Thames 
were then toll bridges were . Mr. Blyth was elected a member of the 
Council in A as ne pnd yee wens attendant at ere 
meetings, frequen rs dealing in particular wit reform 
of Tegal procedure, the shoeing of the Long Vacation, and the Land 

Act. 
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Mr. Jamrs Bowen-Rowtanps, of Altrincham, solicitor, has been 
ointed 2 Perpetual Commissioner for the County of Chester to take the 

Diseuieignete of Married Women. 

Mr. Raymunp Atuen, barrister-at-law, has been appointed a Revising 
Barrister on the South Wales Circuit. 

Mr. J. G. Govaxp, solicitor (of the firm of Messrs. J. N. Mason & Co., 
32, Gresham-street, London), has been appointed a J ustice of the Peace 
for the County of London. 





Information Required. 


Misstnc Derps.—£5 Rewarp.—The above reward will be paid on 
delivery to the undersigned solicitors for the owner of the lands of 
Dromard, otherwise Mount Brown and Amogan, in the Barony of Lower 
Connelloe and County of Limerick: (1) 1801.—April 17th.—Marriage 
Articles of John Brown and Constance O'Dell. (2) 1836.—September 16th. 
—Mortgage—John Southwell Brown, Ist part; Henry Brown, 2nd part ; 
James Farrell Carroll, 3rd part. (3) 1837.— August 8th.— Release—Henry 
Brown, of Danesfort, County Limerick, and several others, to Robert 
Lidwill, and others. (4) 1849.—December 8th.—Conveyance—John 8. 
Brown, of Castlematrix, County Limerick, and others, to William B. 
Parker and another. (5) 1849.—December 8th.—John 8. Brown to John 
Jenkyns and another. Dated 24th day of July, 1907. Armstrong & 
Lindsay, solicitors, 197, Great Brunswick-street, Dublin. 





General. 


The Criminal Appeal Bill was read a third time in the House of 
Commons on Monday. 


Mr. Justice Joyce was rather severely shaken and bruised in a motor- 
omnibus accident and was not able to resume his seat in court before the 
Long Vacation. 

The Royal Assent was given by commission, on the 26th ult., to the 
Injured Animals Act (1894) Amendment and a large number of railway 
and private Bills. 

It is stated that, in consequence of the Long Vacation coming to an end 
this year. twelve days earlier than heretofore, the special service in West- 
minster Abbey will take place on Saturday, the 12th of October next, the 
first day of the Michaelmas sittings of the Law Courts, at which’ the 
judges and members of the legal profession will attend. The Lord 
Chancellor’s reception of his Majesty’ judges, king’s counsel, and others 
will take place at the House of Lords after the service in the Abbey on 
that day. 


The Lord Chancellor, in moving in the House of Lords the address for 
the appointment of a new judge in the King’s Bench Division, said he 
trusted that the result of the labour of the committee appointed by him 
would be to organize and improve not only the circuit system, but the 
administration of business in London, and also to provide for the improve- 
ment of the intermediary proceedings between the commencement of an 
action and the time when it came to trial, so that there should be more 
speedy justice, for in regard to giving justice he thought Bis dat qui cito 
dat. 


The statement as to the retainers and refreshers paid in the Liverpool 
libel action recalls, says the Evening Standard, Mr. Evart's story to Lord 
Chief Justice Coleridge of the way in which they settle these matters in 
America. The American litigant pays his retaining fee of anything from 
£5 to £10,000, ‘‘ the rest being paid for as the work is done and according 
to the work done.’’ ‘‘ And do clients like that?’’ asked the Englishman. 
** Not a bit, my lord,’’ answered Evarts. ‘‘ They generally say, ‘I guess 
I'd like to know how deep down I shall have to go into my breeches pocket 
to see this business through.’ I have invented a formula which I find 
works very well. I say, ‘I cannot undertake to say how many judicial 
errors I shall be called upon to correct before I obtain for you final 
justice ! 999 


Two prominent lawyers generally opposed to each other were, says the 
Central Law Journal, engaged in a warm discussion over the power of a 
certain city council, and one spoke of it in the singular number as “‘ the 
council is,’? when he was interrupted by his opponent, who exhibited 
considerable irritation, with ‘‘ Why don’t you use good English? The 
council are.’’ The attorney, ignoring the discourteous interruption, con- 
tinued addressing the court as follows: ‘* Your honour, it is my misfortune 
that I had not the benefit of earlier association with counsel that I might 
have improved my knowledge of English. His misfortune is that he did 
not have the benefit of earlier association with me that he might have 
improved his knowledge of the law, for I humbly conceive that it is better 
to be mistaken as to your grammar sometimes than to be mistaken as to 
the law always.”’ 


Considerable dissatisfaction was expressed by those who had to attend 
the Nisi Prius Court at the assizes on Saturday last, says the Stoffordshire 
Chronicle. In the Crown Court Mr. Justice Sutton rose at half-past four. 
In the Nisi Prius Court no information was obtainable until late as to 
when Mr. Justice Lawrance would rise. Counsel returning to London 
missed the 6.16 p.m.—the only convenient train—only to learn privately a 
few minutes afterwards that their case or cases would not betaken. At five 

o’clock one or two witnesses who had gone away, thinking they would not 
be required, were telegraphed to return, and then were not wanted. 
Solicitors, witnesses, and extra jurymen in waiting (several of ay 
farmers to whom every hour of sunshine was of value) were all waitin 
wearisome uncertainty until nearly seveno’clock, when it was announced a 





no other case would be taken. As both the then remaining cases appeared 
oe last several hours, it seems a pity that no earlier announcement 
was e. 


In reply to Mr. T. L. Corbett, who asked what are the average emolu- 
ments, both i in salaries and fees, attached to the offices of Attorney- 
General and Solicitor-General for England, the Attorney-General and 
Solicitor-General for [reland, and the Lord Advocate and Solicitor- 
General for Scotland, Sir H. ‘Cam pbell-Bannerman in a printed answer 
says: The emoluments of the English law officers are derived from fees 
commuted, or fees paid, for law cases undertaken on behalf of the Crown, 
and both law officers are debarred from undertaking private practice. 
The average payment during the past five years amounts, in the case of 
the Attorney-General, to £13,700, and of the Solicitor-General to £10,298. 
The Attorney-General for Ireland receives a salary of £5,000, and the 
Solicitor-General for Ireland a salary of £2,000. The average of the fees 
from sources other than Law Charges Vote received during the past five 
years by the Attorney-General is £150 18s , and by the Solicitor-General 
£61 6s. The average of fees paid to both law officers under sub-head E of 
Vote for Law Charges is £1,077 14s. 5d. But the amounts paid to the 
Attorney-General and Solicitor- General respectively cannot be ascertained 
without further inquiries. The Lord Advocate receives a salary of £5,000 
and the Solicitor-General for Scotland a salary of £2,000. No fees are 
paid in either case. 


In the City of London Court, on Tuesday, says the Times, Messrs. 
Charles Bird & Co., South-grove, Paddington, sought to enforce payment 
of £51 due from Mr. Cyril Bishop, a merchant in business at Gracechurch- 
street. As the plaintiffs’ solicitor began to cross-examine the defendant 
to prove his means, Judge Rentoul said he would not allow it. He dis- 
approved of men being brought there who had not a penny simply to 
expose them in court. It was a very great engine of torture. He had 
given the matter a good deal of consideration, and the plaintiffs must be 
prepared with sufficient evidence of means, and not merely trust to bring~ 
ing a defendant to court on a suépena and cross-examining him in a most 
inquisitorial and often brutal manner, when he had no means at all, 
When a good primd facie case of means was made out, then it might 
be fair to allow cross-examination of the defendant. It seemed possible that 
judgment summonses would soon be abolished by Parliament, and he for 
one would welcome such a step. The power of committal under judgment 
summonses was undoubtedly valuable in certain cases of fraudulent 


debtors, but the power given to the judge could be very easily abused, and | 


very clear proof ought to be required in every case that the debtor was 
well able to pay and was dishonestly avoiding payment. Making com- 
mittal orders was always the most painful part of a judge’s work, either in 
civil or criminal courts, because they were in general dealing with men 
who were very poor. The law allowed him to commit a man, even if he 
had nothing at the present moment, if he had had means since the judg- 
ment and had not paid. He had never acted upon that power. He had 
the power of refusing to make committal orders at all if he thought right, 
and there was no ap Plaintiffs’ solicitor said that unless they 
engaged detectives he did not know how they could get evidence of means. 
Judge Rentoul said he could not help that. He could not make any order 
against the defendant. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, July 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liuirep 1x Caanozgy. 


Arras! Gotprieips, Limirep (1 apne —Creditors are requested, on or before ang 
31, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frank Holt, 8, Cook st, Liverpool, liquidator 

Bairise-AMEKIOAN Macuineny Co, LinnTep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, 

their names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Leopold M 32, Featherstone st, liquidator 

Brockiz-Peut Arc Lamp, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented July 25, directed to 
be heard on Aug 7, Evans & Co, Theobald’s rd, Bedford row, solors for petners, 
Notice cons must reach the sbove-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon on Aug 

Emrine Hanxp Sueanina Macuiye, Liurrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 381, 

to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Findlay, 49, Parliament st, Westminster, Johnson, Parliament st, Westminster, 
for liquidator 

Hupsow Economiser Co, Liurrep (1s Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 17, to send their names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Duncan Frederick Basden, 33, 8t Swithin’s In, liquidator 

J 8 Carrcuiey, Limirep (1s Ligoipation = {redlitors are ogee. on or before Sept = 

to send their names and addresses, particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Phillips Tomes, 17, Devonshire chee Bi Bishopsgate st Without, liquidator 

Loxpox axp Distaicr Motor Bus Co, Limitrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 
17, to send their pames and addresses, - the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger ln. Christopher & Roney, Cornhill, solors "tor 

iq tors 

Lonpox Moror Omyinus Co, oo are by on or before Sept 17, to send 
their names and addresses, and the f their debts or claims, to William 
Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmunger ln. Christopher & Sener, Cornhill, solors for liquidators 

Lonpow snp Proviscta, Motor Bus axp pe Co, ‘im1TZ0—Creditors are uired, 
on or before Sept 17. to their names and addresses, and the particulars vu’ their 
debts or claims, to William Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger ln, Christopher & “Roney, 
Cornhill, solors to liquidators 

Mania SteamsuiP Co, Luurep—Creditors are sariodt, on or before Sept 4, to send their 

names and addresses, and the ulars of their debts or claims, to William Thomas 
ont 31, Merchant's ge, Cardiff, Windybank & Co, Oxford ct, Cannon st, 
solors for liquidator 

Moror Bus Co, Lunirzp—Creditors are required, on or before Ang Ef 17,to send their names 

and addresses, and the partic nr of thet debi ei debe ot claims, to W 
a rs 





N. P. Syxpicarz, Een ae wey th 
names and addresses, and the of their debts or claims, to H. J. Weston 
C. L. Wallace, @2, London , liquidators 
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Peter Brown, Liurep (1x Ligorpation)— Creditors are 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of cir dee, or claims, to Arthur 
Cleveland, St Michael’s House, Church alley, Basinghall & Reed, Guildhall 


chmbrs, Basinghall st, solors for liquidator 
Powotnys (Hutt), Liurrep—Petn for windi up, presented July 24, directed to be heard 
& Co, Old Serjeants’ inn, Chancery In, 


red, on or before Aug 26, to 


before the Vacation Judge on Aug 7. Ol 
for Foster, Kingston — Hull, solor for petner. Notice of seule must reach 
Oldman & Co not later 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 6 


Sreaits SyxpicaTE, Limtrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are on or before July 
$1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars —— or claims, to 
H. 8. Murphy, 52, Queen Victoria st, nae 

T, Sorwitn & Co, Luutep (mx Votuntary Ligurpation)—Creditors required, on or 


before Sept 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars = of th their debts or 
claims, to Horace Sandars and Francis H Green-W Wilkinson, Caxton House, Tothill 
at, Westminster. Ramsden & Co, Lead st, solors for liquidators 


Us.uoutep tn CHANCERY. 


Porterract Gas Co—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 27, to send in their names 
and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Claude Leatham, West Riding 
Court House, Pontefract, liquidator 


London Gasette.—Turspay, July 30, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurtzp iv CHAnocERy. 


Bormanon Copprr Mixes Deve.torment Syypicate, Limirsp—Petn for winding up, 
presented July 26, directed to be heard Aug 7. Greenip & Co, George st, Mansion 
House, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must the above-named not later 
than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Aug 6 

Cana Cuemicay Co (NottincHam), Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Donald 
McNish, 94, Goldsmith st, Nottingham, liquidator 

D M 8ywpicatr, Limitep— ‘Creditors are required, on or before Aug 20, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to G. M. Gilbert, 30, Throg- 
morton st. Christopher & Roney, Cornhill, solors for liquidator 

GresHam ADVERTISING AGENOY, Limrrrp—Creditors ale uired, on or before Aug 21, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or "claims, to Frank Albert 
Beoves, 110, Cannon st. Smith & Son, Gresham House, Old Broad st, solors for the 
liquidator 

Jouy Bearpmore & Co, Limitep—Crediters are required, on or before Sept 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Roland Allen 
Felton, 131, Edmund st, Birmingham, liquidator 

Movrmaxps, Liur1zp—Creditors are rec ~y on or before Aug 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of ir debts or claims, to Alfred Back, 13, Anerley 
rd, Sy? liquidator 

Ray & Son, Limitrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 24, directed to be heard Aug 7. 
Kilsby & Son, College hill, Cannon st, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 6 

Russroatx & Co, Limitep— Creditors are required, on or before Aug 17, to send in their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to James Bottomley and 
Arba Rushforth, Wakefiel rd, Adwalton, liquidators 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lire Poriwies, &0. 


Messrs. H. E. Fostzr & Cranrietp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 840) of the 
above-named Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when the 


following lots were sold at the prices ‘named, the total amount. being £4,610 :— 
ABSOLUTE REVERSION to about £1,333 6s. ...  .. wa. oe Sold £500 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE: 
For £5,000 a aor ee eee a ee 
i 535 
LIFE and El REVERSIONARY INTERESTS in Trust Funds, |. >, 1,750 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram, 
London Gasetts.—Faipay, July 19. 
Beut, Francrs, Crichton Royal Institution, Dumfries Oct 18 Gramshaw vy Bell, Joyce, J 
Crombie, York 
Dossox, Epwarp, Maison Nationale de Gece, 2 nr Paris Oct 17 Kelson v Farmer, 
Joyce, J Hulberts & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s 
London Gazette.—Tursvay, July 23, 
Taretratt, Joux, Leyland, Lancaster, Stationer Aug 24 Heywood vy Threlfall, 
Registrar, Preston Booth, Preston 
London Gasette.—Faipay, July 26. 
Soomysten, Ex118, Ipswich, Gent Sept 14 Irving & Co v Abbott and Reavell, Kekewich, 


Ridley, Ipswich 
Wairz, Saran Jane, Slingsby, York Sept 14 Wharton vy Goodwill, Kekewich, J 
London Gasette.—Tunspay, July 30. 


Carnidge, York 

Canter, Epwarp, Bethnal Green rd, Licensed Victualler Sept 80 Carter v Carter, 
Warrington, J BSweetland, Cullum st, Fenchurch st 

Guan, any ame Glam’ Sept 1 Lioya’ s Bank, Lim v Colle, Swinfen Eady, J 
ayne i 

Cunsiz, Tuomas Henny, St Peter’s sq, Hammersmith, Auctioneer Sept 16 Currie v 
Gi urrie, Neville, J Worrell, Coleman st 

Israzut, Avuanan Moers, Brunswick st, Leeds Aug3l1 Union of London and Smith's 

Lim vy Carr, Room No 700, Royal Courts of Justice Carr, Leeds 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram, 
London Gasette,—Tunspay, July 23, 


Buaxe, Avovsta Duwxin, Milltown, Dublin Aug 23 Ramaden & Co, Leadenhall st 
Bonin, Lavairz Maatinivs, Sunderland, Marine Surveyor July 31 Way, Sunderland 
Bosue.t, Tuomas Epwarp, Handsworth Aug 20 Sharpe & Darby, West Bromwich 
Carre.e, Mary Ann, Coventry Sept 2 —— 

Cuarman, "Joux, Derby Sept 1 Jacobs & D: on, Hull 

Deurszy, Asruvs, Liverpool, Timber Broker. “Aug 24 Garnett & Co, Liverpool 








Downs, Exizasetu, Yeovil Aug9 Dotiee, Tes 
Duwwr, Rev Cuanies Szwanp, oe ex” Aug si Grifith 
Douxvor, Auiog Barpana, Henfield, Sussex Aug 31 ith & Co, 
Exatanp, Nancy, Bath Sept 17 Rooke & Co, Bath 


Geruinx, Tuomas, The Atene Montgomery July 27 Woosnam, Newtown, N Wales 
} re » ey Albans Aug 31 Carleton Winch & On Giieabonme 
ILLAM, Bennett Tomas, 

Grunvy, He.ey, Summerseat House, nr Bury, Aug 31 Grundy & Co, Manchester 

Haywes, Francis, Loughborough, Hosier's Manager Sept1 Hands, Loughborough 

ay bps Cataton, nr Ashton under Lyne, Lancs, Agent Aug 1 Pownall, 

ton under Lyne 

Hosss, Hanaiet, Pellatt grove, Wood Green Sept 9 er Broad st bldgs 

Leaer, Witi14M, Derby, Sur JP a 31 iene Co, Leadenhall st 

Lovisonp, Nora Isapeuia, ney “Holfame & Co, Mincing In 

Miroue.., Mixxiz, Oldham, Licensed vane pe 19 Brooks & Co, Hyde 

Pappon, Eowix, Exeter Aug 22 Mitchell, es ee 

PALMER, CLaRa Axx, Malvern Link, Worcester Aug 31 ey eg tr 

Pickxenrtxe, Georcs Epwis, Natal rd, peng ae epi. 10 Rye , Golden sq 

Pots, bap eos ve, Leicester Aug 23 & Son, Leicester 

Posts, Janz, Poulton e Fylde, Lancs Aug 31 Gaulter, 

Rawvotru, Admiral Sir Geoncz Granvitts, KCB, Hove, Sussex Aug 24 Meynell & 
Pemberton, Old Queen st 

Riptey, Grorer, Leeds, Carting Agent “e Barr, Leeds 

Rizaz, Fareprica Avaust, =, Haury A Aug geo & Leader, St Paul's churchyard 

Saco, Sanan Hook, Oulton, 29 Seago & Co, Lowestoft 

Sraco, WitiiaM Rix, ae, Oulton, nil ioe Jniy 29 Sesgo & Co, Lowestoft 

Suarp, Joan, Bi Aug 19 Bitimghourne 

Srans¥ie.D, Gzonor, Sonthoeet Ane 0 Walshaw & Halifax 

TALVANDE, ene = 4 Apztaipe Loviss ps, Pontvallain, France Sept 2 Hasties, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Tawairtss, CurisToPHer, Bogrice Aug 4 Godfree & Godfree, Brighton 

Tonaus, Jouy, Downham rd, Kingsland Aug 20 Dunkerton & Son, — row 

TaRuacuER, Wituam Jou, New London st, Wine A 
Bartlett's bldgs, Holborn circus 

Wiso0n, Sir ALexanpzr, Sheffield Sept7 Watson & Co, Sheffield 


London Gasette—Faiway, July 26. 


Auten, Henry, Clarence rd, Kentish Town Sept 7 a. & Co, Cheltenham 
Anpaeag, Herman Ropesr, Eastcheap Sept6 Crosley & Burn, Moorgate st bldgs 


Baxter, Rosert, Buckden, Hunts Bong 9 — a & od ana aT Le 


Skee 


Beckett, Joszro Amsrose, Manchester, Lawson & Co, 
chester 
Broomukan, Epwakp Arruve, Brighton y AA D & Bonet Leeds 
Buox.ey, Joun Camm, Headingley, Leeds Harlend Leeds , 
Burr, ELizaBeTa Mary, Queen's rd, WNortiton Aug oy & Oo, King st, 
Cars, Wii114M, Knotty Ash, Liverpool A Menzies & Co, Liverpool 
Cuance, Epmowp Ross, Adderbury, nr 3 Banbury 21 _— & Co, By, ~ 
Ciarxke, aaa JonatTaan, Bracebridge Hall, J Aug 31 Page & Porter, 
awes SO, Yor! 
Coteman, Rev Hewry Joun, Westwick Rectory, Norfolk Sept 1 Barnard & Cross, 
Norwich 
Moretonhampstead, 
CoLiiss Wit11aM, Chagford, Devon Aug 3l 
Cratc, James, Newcastle upon Tyne Sept 30 ) Decashela & Elsdon, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Deax, Jonn Lioyp Eoorneton Earnie Eave, Bere Regis, Dorset Aug 30 Bartlett & 
t 
Fenn, Mote, Gan Baswers, Queensborough ter, Hyde Park Sept9 Gearey, Verulam 
8, Gray’s 
Farstoy, Tsomas Westracing, Prestwich, Lancs Aug 31 Cooper & Sons, Manchester 


Buaycu, Rev Jonn, Sherborne, Dorset Aug 30 Bartlett & Sons, Sherborne 
Hammersmith 
on THomas sumer, Coverham, Yorks, Farmer Aug 23 Swarbreck & Willan, 
Co.iixs, Josrru, Chagford, Devon Aug 31 Be Devon 
, Moretonhampstead, Devon 
Sons, Sherborne, 
Cums, ow ABD, paid Durham, Potato Merchant Sept 9 H & A Swinburne, Gates- 


Gittins, Eviza, ceeuieg, Richardson & Co, Bolton 

Gareoory, Tuomas, IP, E ty Derby , 26 Lewin & The Sanctuary, Westminster 
Gaooier, Mary Euiza, Saffron Wi Aug 31 Davies, Norwich 

Haves, Naywior, Urmston, Lancs Aug 3l Elliott & Eli Manchester 


Hors, Junta Emiy, Aston, Warwick beat 1 Parr & Co, 
Hountes, Hecenw Mary, Whitby, ag 31 Buchannan & 
Huast, Heyray Wituiam Beexex, Mon , Bristol, 


Tarr & Sons, Biistol =? 


Hy ues, Jesse Tuomas, Bristol, Railway Servant Sept2 Sinnott, Bristol 

Ivouam, Coanies Atragp, Leeds Sept9 Harland & Ingham, Leeds 

Jonzs, Ricnarp, Lianfair, Montgomery Aug 3l Woosnam, Newtown 

Ket iey, Francis, Stourport, Worcester, Licensed Victualler Aug i4 Loft, Stourport 


Lawton, Roszrt, Bolton Augi19 Dutton & Son, Bolton 
LonspALe, Lizzig, Stockton on Tees Sept 30 Dransfield & Elsdon, Newcastle on Tyne 
Logp, Faaxcis, Birch grove, West Acton Sept 1 Morley & Co, Gresham House, Old 


B st 
Lyxz, Wit.14m, Southsea, Hants Septé Chubb & Pettitt, New ct, Lincoln's inn 
Simae, Aes Cuan.otts, Askew rd, Shepherd’s Bush Aug i4 Robinson & Son, Lincoln's 


fi 
Meruere.t, Rovane, Plymouth Aug24 Gidley & Son, Plymouth 
Ospo.pstons, Jonny Sipxey, Blandford st, Draper Aug 26 Hoddinott & Davis, Tower 
chmbrs, Moorgate 
Panagort, Fosse Joszrn, Lincola’s inn fields, Solicitor Aug 27 Pyke & Co, Lincoln's 
inn 


8 
Rumson, Tuomas James, ag st, Caledonian rd, Wheelwright Sept2 Wheatley & 
Stone bidgs, Lincoln’s mt, ~ 
Sanpys, Cuagies Ricwarp A eet Lucknow, India Aug 23 Maddison & Co, Old Jewry 


Surra, Kowin, Stafford, Licenad Victualler ‘July 39, Burke & Pickering, Stafford 
uay 


Surra, Epwix, Staff 
2 Eh & Saee. Worcester 


Surrn, Rev Tuomas, 
Sraencer, Ropgat Isaac, pk rd, Brixton Aug 30 


Srap.ey, Rev Faepeaic Anraony, Lianivilio yu Boe Got 19 Sowton & Co, Chichester 
Txomr aon Major Cuaa.es, Liandrillo wyn Bay Sept 4 ” Watson & Watson, 
‘enc! 


st 
Vean, ee Colden Common, Southampton, Brickburner Sept 3 Bowker & Sona, 


Vervenrs, Ausaoss, jun, Clitheroe, Lancs, Joiner 7 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 
Vickers, Cy! Marupa, W: Wies' Germany Aug 31 Greenip & Co, George at, 


Vucuniienen OFigh st, Lewisham, Surgeon Aug9 Francillon, Dursley 
Wat, Rev Cuautzs Aatuua, King’s Heath, Worcester Sept 21 Ryland & Qo, 


Birmingham 
W. ‘an, E , Li 17 & Co, 
Waar, Janne, Groevenot ay New Baad vt Se Best, Bastoghall st 
 -t Abchurch In 


Wrues, Jurivs Josspn, 
Wruss, Rosais, Priory rd, West Sept 10 Hargraves, Abchurch lp 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasetie,—Faipay, July 19. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Arxixsox, Ricuarp, 8t James’ pl High Court Pet May 22 
Ord July 16 
Baxes, Eayzst Envwarp, Wootton, nr — Grocer 
Greenwich Pet June 16 Ord Jul 
Barrnick, Cuaries Wii.14m, King’s yon, Norfolk, Baker 
aeLynn Pet Joly 15 Ord July 15 
Boureet, "Wasson, Hamilton pl, Piccadilly High Court 
Pet May7 Ord July 16 
wees ~~ Groner, Luton, Engine Driver Luton Pet 
July 10 Ord July 13 
Burrows, Witi1amM Hexry, Worcester, Ironmonger 
Worcester Pet July 12 Ord July 15 
sees =~ ae Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet July 16 Ord 
uly 
CrianinGe, Gzorcr, Hilton, Beds, Miller Bedford Pet 
July 15 Ord July 15 
Craaxe, Tom Henny, — Lines, Plumber Boston Pet 
July 138 Ord July 13 
Cuzco, Manan Janz, Burnley, Lancs, Fancy Draper Burnley 
Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Cores, Wituam Harry, Stamford, Lincs, Grocer’s 
Assistant Peterborough Pet =, "17 Ord July 17 
Coxsick, Witiiam Groncs, Killay, Glam, Mason Swansea 
Pet July 17 «Ord July i7 
Cyruek, Tuomas Henry, Lianbradach, Glam, Ironmonger 
Pontypridd Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Davies, D Asgat, Ely pl, Holborn, Solicitor High Court 
Pet May 30 Ord July 16 
Epwaups, Tuomas Sypney, Lianelly, Sean, Draper 
Carmarthen Pet July ié Ora July 16 
Fra ois, Apganam, Hatfield Peverel, Essex, 
Chelmsford Pet July 13 Ord July is 
Guzen, Groucr Atreep, Sheffield, Silversmith Sheffield 
Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Hayitan, Wiiuam Cuarces, Worthing, Fruiterer 
Brighton Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Hoiiayxv, Grorcr, Seacombe, Cs Angler's Outfitter 
Liverpool Pet July 16 Ord Jul 
Houmrusreys, Humpsesy Rezs, Machynlleth, Montgomery, 
Boot Dealer Aberystwyth Pet July 11 Ord July 16 
Isuzn, Geateupe Nein, Cheltenham, Baker Cheltenham 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Joxss, Tuomas Timorny, Abercynon, Haulier Pontypridd 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Miis, Atrarp Cuaries, Cacrau, Glam, Colliery Hitcher 
Cardiff Pet July 11 ‘Ord Jul 
Mixtox, Atszrt Epwanp, Highbridge, Saneont, Grocer 
Bridgwater Pet June26 Ord Jul 
Moxroot, Joun Fountaix, Downham West, Downham 
Market, Norfolk, Engineer King’s Lynn Pet July 16 
Ord July 16 
Morcax Srenasue, Treherbert, Glam, Labourer Ponty- 
pridd Pet July iz Ord July 17 
Pooevr, Water Lorp, Heywood, Lancs, Wheelwright 
Bolton Pet July 16 Ord Jul 
Portes, Fraxx, Downton, Wilts, Plumber Salisbury Pet 
July 12 Ord July 18 
Spatpinc, Heszy Marx, Smith st, Kennin . Park, 
Carman High Court Pet June27 Ord July 
Stroxznousr, Joux Tuomas, Leeds, Grocer ale Pet 
July 16 Ond July 16 
sees, i, Hanley, Grocer Hanley Pet July 16 
Treastum, Hexry Jeanes, Hastings, Grocer Hastin 
Pet July 12 Ord July 16 wi 
Unsswonts, Peter, Ashton in Makerfield, Lancs, Plumber 
Wigan Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Watkins, Taomas, Dowlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Butcher's 
Assistant Merthyr Tycfil Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Ween, Autavr Barxanrv, Lutterworth, Leicester, Out- 
fitter’s Assistant Leicester Pet July 15 Ord July 15 
Were, Wits Grorce, Maidstone, Chemist and Diuggist 
Maidstone Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Wuartsors, Ricnarp Henry, Fol Park, Kidderminster, 
Butcher Kidderminster ’ Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Waicat, Cuanizs Evwarp, Maidstone, Barge Owner 
Maidstone Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 12: 
Burtox, Gorpoy, ‘abuse 8 gdns, Stockbroker High Court 
Pet June 13 ‘Ord 
London Gazette.—Tourspar, July 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Apams, Joszrn, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Grocer Walsall 
Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Auuso1T, Eowagp Wit.14™, Portsmouth, Motor Engineer 
Portsmouth Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
Artxixsos, Roserr bane Kingston upon Hull, Shell 
Say 19 Merchant Kingston upon Hull ket July 19 Ord 
a 


But, Antuur, Rugby, General Dealer Coventry Pet 
July 18 Ord July 18 

Bsows, Davin Wiitiam Sivyey, ae Cross rd High 
Cowt PetJuly 11 Ord Jul 

Baows, Wits Louis, ann 4 pee. , Taeateien 
Pembroke Duck Pet July 18 Ord July 

Coox, Farpexicxk Wits, Beverley, Yorks, Licensed 
Victualler Kingston upon Hull Pet July 18 =Ond 


oe ae Janz, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet July 2 

Davies, Joux Fraxcis, Swansea, Tailor Swansea Pet 
July 20 Ord July 20 

Doveras, Witt1am, Wood st, Lace Agent High Court 


Ex.uze, Joszru, Leeds, Printer’s Labourer Leeds Pet 
July 17 Ord July i 

Peusespacu, Re op’s Stortford, Watchmaker 
Hertford 7) wit hen 19 

Foxrox, le, Oe 5 Satenamh, Farmer Scar- 

Pe July 19 "Ord July 19 


Farmer 


~ 





Garratr, Wiiuram, Leicester, Fruiterer Leicester Pet 
July 19 Ord Jaly 19 

Goppenerg, Rose Lavina, Barrow, apne Barrow 
in Furness Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Greznserc, Marxs, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet July 19 
Ord July 19 

Coser. S , Wrxu14m, Bristol, Baker Bristol Pet July 20 


a a ~~ a 5 Essex, Cycle Dealer Chelms- 
ford Pet June 26 Ord July 17 
—, ey es, Marple, Plumber Stockport Pet July 
uly 19 
Horsimay, Hueu, Brook green, eames High 
Co Pet March 22 Ord July 19 : 
Jznome, Joseph Exsenezer, Southsea, Hants, Builder 
Portsmouth Pet July16 Ord July 16 
Leak, _—— CampsE._, Gt Grimsby, a s Manager 
GtGrimsby Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
y, Confectioner Burnley Pe‘ 
July 18 Ord July 18 


Lyox, Jemima, 4 July 18 coco Wolverhampton Pet 
July 20 Ord July 20 
Mepwixorr, Manpet, Hatton gdn, Dealer in Precious 
Stones High Court Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Pursey, Cuaries James, Leicester a. - Art Dealer 

Court Pet July 19 Ord July 

Raixey, ALFrep West, ame ey nr =e Dor- 
chester Pet July 20 Ord Jul ke 

Satpanua, Martin, Pump ct, 7. poate at Law 
High Court won Laney | Ord July 1 

ous, James, Southport, P’ Rin hay Liverpool Pet 
July19 Ord July 19 


Suzruerp, Grorcr Wii114M, Brixton hill, Surrey, ye 
Manufacturer High Court Pet July 20 Ord J 

Suuxer, A.ragp, King’s Heath, Worcester Birming 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Sycamore, E1as, Haverhill, oe, Hardwareman 
Cambrid Pet July 19 Ord i Wall 

West & Co, T, Southwar! pty all Paper Merchants 
High Court Pet —s ne 18 

Wituiams, Percy A, Coventry = ‘High Court Pet June 
11 Ord July 18 


Amended notice substituted for that gaan in 
the London Gazette of May 31: 


Tomi, Puitir, Small Heath, Birmingham, Grocer 
Birmingham Pet May 14 Ord May 29 


Lavenper. Epwaarp, Burnle 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Autyutt, Epwarp Wii.1am, Porteamouth, Motor Engineer 
ae 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, 
mou’ 

Baker, Ernest Epwarp, Wootton, nr Woodstock, Oxford, 
| wer med July 31 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 


ae. x, -_ ™ Witiiam pom, pd Crossrd Augi 
atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Care: 

Crasipce, Groroe, Flitton, Beds. ‘Miller Aug 1 at ll 
Lion Hotel, High st, Bedford 

Crark, Artuur Henry, Luton, Confectioner aig 31 at 
12 Chamber of Commerce, 53. » Gone st, Luto 

Crarke, Tom Hewry, Boston, Plumber ia 14 at 
2.15 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, 2 

Cores, WILLIAM Haney, Stamford, Grocer’s Assistant 
July 31 at 2.30 Off Rec, 5, Petty éury, Cambridge 

Dovetas, Wittiam, Wood st, Lace Agent Aug $ at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Exuis, Samvuet, Joserx Ex.tis and Drewery Extis, Gt 
Grimsby, Timber Merchants Aug 1 at 3 Off Rec, 8t 
Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

Emer, Josern, Leeds, Printer’s Labourer July 31 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Freaky, JEsse CiEmenr, Handsworth, Solicitor’s Clerk 
Aug lat 12 191, Corporation st, Birmin ingham 

—— Aseanam, Woodend Farm, Hatfield Peverel, 

Eesex, Farmer Aug7at3 Shir helmsford 

Garpyes, Samus. Frepesick, Handsworth, Grocer Avugl 
at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Grar, Rupour, Prince st, Deptford, Baker “Ate lat 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Gurexpenc Manxs, Leeds ae Tailor July 31 at 
11,30 Off Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Hatvetr, Wi.tiam ARTHUR Tuomas, Erdington, Warwick, 
neta wal Aug 2 at 12.30 191, Corporation st, 


irming! 

Hancourt, Harry a Eesex, Cycle Dealer Aug 1 at 
12 14, Bedfo: 

Hayian, WILLIAM ‘Cuanzas, Worthing Fruiterer Aug 1 
at 10.15 Off Bec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Henzpert, Cuaaies Wittiam, Chelmsford, Tobacconists’ 
Traveller Augilat3 14, Bedford row 

Horwimax, Hues, Brook green, Hammersmith Aug 2 at 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Howe, Rosgrt Slecut Totland, I W. Fruiterer Aug 1 

at 3.15 Off Rec, 33a, Holyrood st, Newport, | W 
po Joseru yee Southsea, ‘Hants, Builder Aug 
lat4 Off Rec, Cane’ junc, - Be st, Po: tsmouth 
Pee, Jou» Younse, it Merchant July 31 
J eT ea thee, a Abercynon, Haulier Jul at 
ones, Tuomas Timoruy 31 

10.90 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd» 

Kuiout, Wi111aM Jou, Birmingham, Pork utcher Aug 
20t 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmiogham 

Lorp, Lewis RW, Shaftesbury avy July 3latil Bank- 


ruptcy bidgs, | hag 

Moroas, meataenta, herbert, bmg emer of July 31 
at 11 Off Kec, Post Office chmbrs, 

Nesse.etTravuse, Emit, Huddersfield, Teacher of Languages 
July 31 at 3 Off Ree, tial bldgs, New st, 

uadersfield 

Parse, Henay, Sheffield, Postman July 31 at 1230 Off 
Rec Fi ln, Sheffield 

Picxur, WALTER Lor, Hooley B: , Lancs, 
Wheelwright July 81 at 2.30 19, ‘ty Bache st, Bolton 

Punsey, Cuagies James, Fine Art Dealer 
Aug 1 at 12 bldg, Carey ot 


Rosexts, Joux, Tiefriw, narvon, Cattle Dealer J 
81 at 1.30 County Police bidgs, Blaenau Festiniog iy 





Rurrer, Joux, Birmingham July 81 at 11.30 191, Cor- 


ham 
SuErseap, Georoe Wit.iaus, Brixton a Costume Manu- 
facturer Augilatil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Tuoawrox, Rosert, Gt Horton, Drolford. Builder July 81 
at 


, Manor row, Bradford 
Tucker, Gzonar, Warwick, Sealing Wax Manu- 
‘acturer Aug Bat 11.30 Grand Hotel. Birmingham 
Unsworth, Peres, Ashton in Mak ,» Plumber July 31 


at3 19, st, Bolton 
Warkins, Tuomas, aa Merthyr Tydfil, Butcher’ 
Assistant 


July 81 at 230 Off Rec, County Court,” 


Townhall, yr Tydfil 
WELL, Wiiiam Geronon. Maidstone, Chemist Aug 14 «— 
10.45 9, st, Maidstone : 
West & Co, T, “Kaden Bridge rd, Wall Popecil 
Merchants July 31 at 12 Bosieentey bldgs, Carey st 
Ve, Ricnarp Hewry, Kidderminster, Butcher 
Aug2atll Mr 8 Thursfield, Solicitor, Kidderminster 
Wituiams, Percy A,  tomeae st July 31 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, 
Witsox, Caaeces dill Live: l, 
| poe July 31 at 12 Off 
ver, 
Waiext, Gaasces Epwakp, Maidstone, Kent, Barge Owner 
Aug 14 at 10,30 9, King st, st, Maidstone : 





Glass Bottle” 
, 35, Victoria te 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apams, Josepa, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Grocer Walsall 
Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

ALLyutt, Epwarp WILLIAM, oe. Motor Engineer 
Portsmouth Pet July 19 Ord July 1 

Arxixson, Ropgrt Witiiam, Kingston - m Hull, Shell” 
Fish Merchant Kingston upon Hull Pet July 19 Ord 


July 19 
ugby General Dealer Coventry Pet” 


Bit, Aereve, 3 
July 18 Ord Ju 

Brows, WILLiaM a Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, 
Undertaker Pembroke Dock Pet July 18. Ord July 18 is 

Coox, Frrperick Wii1am, Beverley, Yorks, Licensed) 
Victualler Kingston upon Hull Pet ay 18 Ord 
July 18 

Daven Joux Francis, Swansea, Tailor Swansea Pe 
Ju) July 20 

Dee.ry, Jonn Ricuarp, and James Henry KesterTom, 
Southend on Sea, Auctioneers Chelmsford Pet June 4 
Ord July 19 3 

E.mer, Joszru, Leeds, Printer’s Labourer Leeds Pet 
July 17 Ord July 17 

Foxtoy, Josgrn, Scalby, nr Scarborough, Farmer Scar- 
borough Pet July 19 Ord a 19 

Gangatr, Wiu1am, Leicester, Tripe Dresser Leicester 
Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Gopsenere, Rose Lavinia, Barrow, “+ need Barrow’ 
in Furness Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Gray, Ruvor, Prince st, Deptford, Baker Greenwich Pet 
July 16 Ord July 19 

GreenserG, Manrgs, pou, Journeyman Tailor Leeds 
Pet July19 Ord Jul 

Gairrirus, Tuomas, Gi a Trelech ar bettws, Car- 
marthen, Farmer Carmarthen Pet July 1 Ord July 20 

Hircsine, Danizr, 5 eee Heath, Builder Croydon Pef 
May 22 Ord July 19 

Jerome, Josepn Esenezen, Southsea, Hants, Buildet 
Portsmouth Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Lavenpeg, Epwarp, Burnley, Confectioner Burnley Pet 
July 18 Ord July 18 

Leak, Tomas Camesatn Gt Grimsby, Butcher’s Manager 


Lyon, Past: 
Jul Ord July 20 

we . Joun Tsomas, Gateshead, Innkeeper New- 
castle on Tyne Pet June 27 Ord July 20 

Mepyixory, Manpe., Hatton garden, Dealer in Precious 
Stones a Court Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Moon. en ‘aper st, Furrier High Court Pet July 1” 


poumae “Sous, and Artaur Epwarv Powr i, Newport, 
Newport, Mon Pet oe 21 Ord July 20 

Poursey, Goon ames, Leice eq, Fine Art Dealer 
High Court Pet July19 Ord a duy 19 

Rurtes, Jouy, Birmingham Pet July 13 
Ord July 18 

ar +. SaRomt, Photographer Liverpool Pet 

July 19 Ord July 

Sauxer, ALFRED, 4 Heath, Worcester Birmingham 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 : 

Srarxey, Wittiam Joux, Epwaap Joun Leveson, and” 
Pavuiim Corron Cooks, ‘Threadneedle st, Stockbrokers 
High Court Pet June 10 Ord July 18 

Sycamone, Evias, Haverhill, Suffulk, Hardwareman Cain- 
bridge Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

aaa Rosgat, Gt Horton, Bradford, Builder Brad- 
ford Pet June 29 Ord July 20 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Mityenr, by mo Owzn, Wavertree, Liverpool, Cabinet 
Maker Li verpool Adjud June 15,1906 Anoul July 5, 
1 


London Gasette.—Faivay, July 26. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asem, Ca Seohees, Bespoke Tailor Tredegar Pet 
B Ay ig f' West Hampstead High 
RK . 5 reencroft am: 
Court Pet June 2% Onl July Ya 
Caaic, Faeperick Care Seaham Harbour, Durham — 
under! Pet July 8 ‘Ord July 23 
Crows, Epwargp Samvugt, pect, Coal Merchant 
orwich Pet July il Ord July 
Caowrusr, Heapeat, Shelf oom. "shelf, a Halifax, 
Plasterer Halifax Pet July 20’ Oid Jul 
Danes, © Joun nts Flint, lronworker 
y 10 
Dopsox, Farv, be "Cmsesd Dopsom, Bradford, G: 
grocers Bradford Pet July 22 Ord July 23 
Dows.t, Witi1am, jun, York, Butcher Y- Pet July 
Ord July 23 
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Eoax & Sons, Tuomas, gpnttnt, Comeates Bradford 
Pet July 1 Ord July 20 
Ferper, Tuomas, Blackburn, Carter Blackburn Pet July 


22 Ord July AP 
Gazex, J, Goulstone te, Boot Manufacturer High 
Court Pet July Hy Ord July 19 


Hazris, Groner, Fencharch S Mercantile Clerk High 
Court Pet Juve 2 Ord July 23 
Hawtix, Geonos, Grocer Bridgwater 
Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
Hos, expert, Studley, Warwick, Brass Caster 
Birmingham Pet July 8 Ord ah 
Hotway, Lzonarp Yat, 7 Swansea, Clerk 
Swansea Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
Howarp, Joun yd Becncngte, Baker Barnstaple 
Pet July 22 Ord J 
Huoeues, Josern ics Cheltenham, Builder Chelten- 
ham Pet July 20 Ord => 
Huwt, Granvi.ie, aaateh, t Repairer Bristol Pet 
July 24 Ord July 24 
Jason, Joun Rosser, Tremadoc, Carnarvon, Platelayer 
mg Pet July 23 Ord "July 23 M edi 
Jexaixs, Joux, Georgetown, Tred on, 
Tredegar Pet July 23 Ord July 
Keery, Heasent Samvat, 4 ye] Essex, Builder 
Chelmsford Pet May 22 Ord Jul 
Karr, Peree, Fenchurch * = cat's Clerk High 
Court Pet June20 Ord July 24 
Lzwis, James, Mountain Ash, Glam, Colliery Haulier 
Aberdare Pet July 23 CS ie 
Liewe.ys, Danie, Cilaufawr dissilis, Carmarthen, 
Faruct  Pembcoke Dock Pet Ju July 12 ip 13 Und Ord July 23. 
Lone, Ju.ia, Stamshaw, Portsmouth, ‘orte- 
oe Pet July 28 Ord gs 
Lyon, Epwiy Sipeey, urst, Grocer Reading 
Pet July 23 Ord July 23 
Manxs, James, Canonbury sq, Merchant High Court Pet 
July 23 Ord July 23 
Baqgeans, Hesseart, r~ ‘5 Stationer Stoskton on 
Pet July 28 Ord July 22 
“24 James Layuam. Liandudno, Wine Merchant 
Bangor Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
pe cee Suarp ely 30" Engineer’s Labourer Halifax 
Pet July 20 Ord Jul 
Owes, Tuomas, Newland! ~ Malvern, Worcester, Farmer 
Worce-ter ’ Pet July 53 Ord July 23 
Perxe, Caartes Riocuarp, Chelston, Torquay, Devon, 
Builder Exeter Pet July8 Ord Tuly 23 
Ramet, Fraepericxk Incram, Folkestone, Job Master 
Canterbury Pet July 23 Ord July 23 
Servers, Louisa eos, aan ,Gwennap, Cornwall Truro 
Pet July 24 Ord July 2 
Water, Faepeaicx Jouy, ry Canterbury 
Pet July 23 Ord July 23 
Wuzeoen, Ricuarp, oun 8t Mary, Devon, Grocer 
Exeter Pet July 24 Ord July 24 
Amended hey pt substituted for that published in 
e London Gazette of July 16: 
MDP es esteseiee ead, Innkeeper Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet June 27 Ord July 10 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
mame, E A, Greencroft gins, West Hampstead Aug 7 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st : 
Manes, Cuagizs WILLiax, aah eee, Norfolk, Baker 
Aug 3 at 12 Off Rec, 8, Sag, Norwich 
Brows, Wituiam Lovas, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, 
Undertaker Aug 3 at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 
Carmarthen 


Connick, Witt1am Gzorce, Killay,Glam, Mason Aug 6 
at12 Off Rec, $31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Coox, Frepeaicx. Wits, Beverley, Yorks, Licensed 
Victualler Aug 3 at 11 Off Rec, York City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

Dopsux, Frep, and Omsrap Dopsos, Bradford, Green- 
grocers Aug6at3 29, Manor row, Bradford 

Dows1t, Mg me jun, York, Butcher Aug 7 at3 Off 
Reo, The ed House, Duncombe pl, York 

Epwanps, Le5 Sypwer, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Draper 

Aug § at 11.80 Uff Reo, 4 Geent ch, Carmarthen 
er Sons, Taomas, Bradford, Contractors Aug 8 at 3 
r row, 
Foster, CuarwTorner Wiiiram, Scarborough Aug 6 at 4 
ff ‘Rec, 74, Newboruugh, Scarbo: 

a Josern. Scalby, nr Scarborough, Farmer Aug 6 

at 8.15 Off Ree, 74, Newborough, 








Gasnatr, Wriu14n, paeaties, Dee Desee Aug 12 at 3 
H OS tes, 1, Beitan alee ae Aug 8 at 
ant "bankraptey bidgs, Carey st 


Kerry, Geaseear Sanuvet, on Sea, Easex, Builder 
Aug 6 at 12.90 Off Reo, 14 lord row 
Laax, mas CAMPBELI, Gt Grimsby, Butcher’s Manager 


Satil Off Rec, 8t Mary chmbrs, Gt 
Meant bine eq, Merchant Aug7at1ll Bank- 


st 
Mansox, Tuomas Berreaxp , Clarendon Park, Leicester, 
Land Agent A: Aug 12 at 12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 


ag, Ses oe Copthall ay AugSati2 Bankruptcy 
wn why 

Mep»sixorys, NDI gin, Dealer in Precious 
Btunes 


Rm es Ve eae 


Moorroot, Joux Fourstar, 


Market, Norfelk, Aug 3 at 1380 Off Rec, 
Hy 7 Engineer Aug 
Otver, Wiis Hen an hibert oa Printer Aug 
Tatl 
Ramet, 4, Lionas, Yolk ne, Jobmaster Aug 
8 at ll Queen’s 
Satpawana, ataeeis, Pa ng Re ges at Law 
Aug 8 at 11 EV 
ane “x AR: King's death, Wo wd Aug 8 at 12.30 
J 
soa 
eae -~ ones ity 98 ond General Merchant Hi 
DI A 
ret 23 Ord Jul; 
" wt Cheapside, Merchant 
B : E F. rate West Hampstead 
ABTELS, Eanst ALB 
High Pet Ju June % Ord uly 24 
Crark, Antaus Henry, Confectioner Luton Pet 
July 5 Ord July 
School Pro- 


Burgess Hill, Sussex, 
Pet June 17 Ord \ oa 24 
Cox, Wiit1am Axnanpace, Copthall a —— - 
Court “Pet May 8 Ord ‘Tul 
Caowraer, Hexseat, Shelf Moor, shelf, nr 
Ly Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Ironworker Chester 
—,. 10 Ord July 24 


Dopsox, Fazp, and Omsrap Dopsox, Bradford, 
Bradford Pet July 22 Ord July 22 
Dovetas, Wittiam, Week ot, Lace Agent High Court 
Pet June 29 Ord J 
East, WILLIAM, asa Hereford Warwick Pet 
April 12 Ord July 22 
Panssunees, = Herts, Watchmaker 
ertford Pet July 19 ond nt July 38 
Blackburn Pet July 


sx, 
Pet 


Fanper, Tuomas, 
22 0 


rd July 22 
Faize.t, Gronce Faepenice, Post Office 
Master Court Pet June ht Ord J July 20 


Grimorgs, Samucsi WiLmor, Silverwood, Rotherham, Y: \ 
gy ote Sheffield Pet June 19 Ord July 23 
GouLp, ApBan Y oe High Court 

Pet May 24 “Ord J 


Hauer, ILLIAM ARTHUS ae Silver- 
Rhee Saat oe 
Hana, Grora Mercantile 


Court Pet Jat 23 Ord July 28 


Ha Grone Grocer Bridgw 
"Pet July 2 2 Ord July 22 weed 
Hissear, 


Plumber 
Pet A duly 1 15 Sond Daly 20 _ —. 
Hotway, Leonagp Y: = Swansea, Clerk Swan- 


22° Ord Jal 
Howarp Joux Bowpsgs, Stet, Baker Barnstaple 
= oa oly © ye Ay . 
UGH ossra Francis, Cheltenham, Builder Chelten- 
com Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Hust, Garasv. St George, Bristol, Boot Repairer 
Pet July 24 Ord July 
Jasox, Jouw Ropsrrt, Platelayer 


nt —. Seon. Tredegar, bs 
GHT, Wane OnN, ford Suir 


20 
Lewis, James, lam, Colliery Haulier 


Aberdare Pet July 23 Ond’Suly 28 





" Portemeuth, Gorn Desler Poet Porte- 


ta os panna om hy 
Lyox, Epwix ear, Tek, nga Reading 
Maaxs, 


Pet July 23 Ord July 23 
Apaal Pelham Spitalfields, Dealer 
High Court Fume 20 Ord’ 22 
Manr‘u Hess Btocktean on 
Tees Pet July Ord July 
your, Jauns Merchant 
Pet July 22 July 22 
Suarr, 


Or ee Pas 23 Ord J 23 


Pare, ome Pet June 27 
Ram say Wasr, re poy! Weymouth 
BY, . , uw 
Dorchester Pet July 20 Ord July 
——, Geones Orrrix, Builder Bangor 
Pet July 8 yt hs 
8a —3 } ten! Boon g, red hill, Costume 
BP . 
facturer High Court Pet July 20 bay Meng’ 
Tirrert, Lovrsa 


Amevia Masry, Saint Da: 
Wasson Haspans Jon Gas Ord July 
, Canterbury, Grocer Canterbury 
> a Dene, Some 
, Strand High Court 


Reamer , Northwich, Boot Repairer 
Crewe Pet July 17 ar, Nort 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
ei aha Se 


Baxen, Eanzst Eowanp, Woodstock, 
Goeenr Greenwich ro dar ie” Ord Jaly 16 


London Gasette.—Tonrspay, July 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Ao: Speiees, Manchester, Grocer Man- 
ier ‘Pet July 24 July 24 
aourtox, ARgTuus, Staffs Macclesfield Pet July 
Pet daly 1b Ord July 26 
or ham, Denbigh, Farmer 
rexham Pet July 25 gg ag! 
pee Hosier Salisbury 
we, Card Farmer 
s Onde 
Girl Servant’ “High Gout Pet July  Ocd 
= . 


ua wie Olan 


Oussies Better’ bill, Botham High Court Pet 
une 24 Ord July 26 


—— 








Morrsriozs, Eapz, 
Lng de t . 
Moxte mary, J Manufacturer's Agent 
Manchester “Pei July 4 July 24 
Orzyeaaw, Faaxx Eaxest Priiixe, Martin, Devon 
Barnstaple Pet July 12 Ord July 25 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


a@a, MOORGATSE STREST, LONDON, 


FUND. LIMITED, 


ESTAGLISHED [8 8901. 





m.co. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 





X 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


630 Appeals to Quarter s 


essions have 
supervision of —_ Pm gy 


A 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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Pace, Atrarp Jony, Port a, Glamorgan, Labourer 
Neath Pet July 26 Ord J y 6 

Parainc, Grorcr Aatuvn, Honey, oe Paperhanger 
Croydon Pet July 25 Ord July 25 

Ronerts. Witiiam, Croydon, Builder Croydon Pet June 
21 Ord July 16 

Suarr, Ropert Caartes, Loughborough Park, Brixton, 
Engineer High Court Pet May 23 Ord July 25 

Suiitow, Daxiev, Chorlton cum Hardy, Manchester, Fancy 
pond ufacturer Manchester’ Pet June 27 Ord 

y 


fimmons, Exvtas, Stanwick rd, West Kensington High 
Court Pet June 2% Ord July 25 

Sraxiey, James Evwis, and Cravupe Neat Caswett, 

ham, Botanical Brewers Leicester Pet July 

27 Ond July 27 

Srupsines, Josian Wiiutam, Barford, Norfolk, Grocer 

Norwich Pet July 27 Ord July 27 

Tayiorg, Roserrt, mae Builder Manchester 
July 18 Ord Jal 

Witiiams, Rowacp AEA Victoria st, Westminster 
High Court Pet July 27 Ord July 27 

Yaar, Haary, Charlotte st, Gt pn al Cabinet Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet July 9 Ord July 25 

Youxozr, Henny, Hove, Sussex, Grocer Brighton Pet 
July 26 Ord July 26 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avaus, Josrru, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Grocer Aug 7 
at 3.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Arxixsox, Ropert Wituam, ngston upon Hull, | hell 
Fish Merchant Aug7atii Off Rec, York City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgate, 

Bit, ~e Kugby, General Dealer Aug 8 at 4 Off 

High st, Coventry 

CLoves, eau Sears, Manchester Aug 7 at 3 Off 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Caowrnes, Henpenr, Shelf, nr Halifax, Painter Aug 7 at 
11 County Court House, Prescott st, Halifax 

Current & vOHBERY, Lausanne rd, Peckham, Paper 
Merchants Ang i18at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey at 

Davies, Frank Heney, Oxford, Tobacco Dealer Aug 9 at 

12 Off Ree, 1, St Aldate st, Oxford 

Davizs, Joun Francis, Swansea, Tailor Aug8at 12 Off 
Rec, 31, Alexandra ‘rd, Swansea 

Freurexpacn, Joux, Bishop’s Stortford, Watchmaker Aug 8 
ati2 HM, ford row 

Frost, Joux, Farmoor, Botley, Berks, Farmer Aug 7 at 12 
Off Rec, 1, 8t Aldate st, Oxford 

Gritmore, SAMURL Wux0r, Silverwood, Rotherham, Yorks, 
General Dealer Aug Sat ll Of Rec, Figtree ln, 


Gaze, Georoz Atrzep, Sheffield, Silversmith Aug 8 at 
11,30 Off Rer, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Green, J, Goulstone st, Aldyate, Boot Manufacturer Aug 9 
atl ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Garexs.ape, Wiiiiam, St George, Bristol, Baker Aug 9 
at 11.30 «ff Rec, 96, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Gairritus, Morcax, Bryndu, Lianbadaratawr, Cardigan, 
Farmer Aug 9 at 11 Townhall, A Aberystwyth 

Hagainetox, Witiiam Herserr, Leysfield rd, Shepherd’s 
Bush, — Servant Aug 12 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

Hasznis, Ricuarp Groner, Greenwich, Greengrocer Aug 7 
at1l 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Hawtis, Groros, Bleadon, Somerset, eee Aug 9 at 
11,45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Hippeet, Janus, Marple, Cheshire, Plumber Aug 8 at 2.30 
Off , Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stock port 

mua, Cuances, Bedford hill, j Balham Aug l4atll Bank- 

bldgs, Carey st 

Menon Groner, ibe, Chester, Anglers’ Outfitter 
Aug7 ati2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Live 1 

ss LrowarD Yeu, Brynmill, Swansea, lerk Aug 8 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd. Swansea 

Hocars, Joszrn Faancis, Cheltenham, Builder Aug 8 at 

Sens, Geaseme, O phn B Repaire 

‘ont, GRANVILLE, rge, Bristol, — r Au 

Gati2 Off Rec, 26, Beldwin st, Bristo! . 

Hverewt, M H, Merton ri, Wimbledon, Builder Aug 8 at 
il 132, York rd, Westminster Brid ridge 

Isnze, Guaraupe Neu, Cheltenham, Baker Avg 8 at 
8.15 County Court bidge, Cheltenham 

James, Joszrn, Evering rd, Stoke eetagien, Chemist 
Aug 9 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

Junkie, oa Court rd Shug 9 at rf Bankruptcy 


ALTER Hewnry, Stratton, 8t Margaret, Wilts, 
Aug 13 at 4 Off Rec, 38, 38, Regent 


Kauxpa.t, Wi1114m, Breamore, Hants, Watercress Grower 
All at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 


Kereiwor, Jonn Tuomas, Newport rd, ‘ton, General 
Grocer Aug 12at1 Bankruptcy plage, Once at 
‘epchurch st, Merchant's Clerk Aug 7 at 


Pet 


Juxes, 
Assistant Overseer 
Swindon 


Kxaprpr, —_ 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 
Laverper, Eowarp, Burnley, Saieutense Aug 7 at ll 
Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Lawis, Jauns, Mountain Ash, Glam, Colliery Haulier 
Aug Sat 11.15 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 
LLYN, Dastew, Cilavfawr 


» Liandissilio, 
Farmer Aug 7 at 12,30 Off Ree, 4, Queen at, Car-" 


—_ Jui, Stamshaw, Portsmouth, Corn Dealer Aug 8 
3 Off Ree Cambridge june, High st, Portsmouth 
Seem | Wedneatield, Grocer Aug 7 at 3 Off Rec, 


Manzenatt, Hexseer, Darli Tobacconist Aug 7 at 
12 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd ra, Middle = 
Mayorz, James Lawman, udno, 
Aug 9 at 12 Crypt char, nw ne row, Chester 
Wut ALTHALL Macponnsixu, Cornhill, 
Accountant Aug 12 at 12 bidgs, Carey st 
SRY, he Withington, Agent 
Tatil Off st, 
eg Buaar, ax, Labourer Aug 7 at 12 
Court House, st, Halifax 





Morram, Witt1am James, Rotherham, Yorks, Innkeeper 
Aug Sati2 Off ln, 

Owen, Tuomas, New , ur Malvern, Worcester, Farmer 
and 8uilder Aug 7 at 11.30 Off Rec, ll, Copenhagen 
st, Worcester 

Perxe, CHARLES Ricnarp, Lezant, Chelston, Torquay, 
Builder Aug 15 at 12 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, 

xeter 

Peraixc, Grorcs Aver, Horley, Surrey, Paperhanger 
Aug 9atil 132, York oe, mapas, 

Rainey, Atyaep West. A! nr Weymouth Aug7 
at 12.45 Oi Ie, City a rarY sethwriee ot, Balisbusy 

Roseats, WILLIAM , Builder Aug 7 at 12 132, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Suaar, Ropert Spomans, Toeghbous pk, aan 
Engineer Aug 9 at Bankru eee! Co 

Suaw, James, Acnthpoct, Paovegeephe er Aug :7 uty 2.30 
Of Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo 

Simmons, Euias, Stanwick rd, West Kensington Aug 9 at 
12 ay ty A st 

aie Be an Suffolk, Hardwareman Aug 

Haverhill 

Sune, pS Hanley, Baker Aug 9 at 11.30 Off Rec, 

King st, Newcastle, Staffs 


Wngeeume, RICHARD, Down eT: Devons, Fish 
a Aug 15 at 12 Of Ree, Bedford circus, 


Yacer. Harry, Charlotte st, Gt Eastern st, Cabinet Manu- 
facturer Aug 12 at 11 ‘Bankrup‘cy bid s, Carey st 
Yarwoop, Roserr Eaxzst, Northwi Tn, Boot 
Aug 8at12 Off Reo, King Ler Newesstle, Staite 


r 





Telegraphic fate, Tel- phone : 
“ Evanoplis, L 327 ne 
ee a pa anuary, 1886 


W. EVANS & CO., 


Tailors & Breeches Makers, Ladies’ 
Habit & Costume Makers, 
77. Great Portiand St., 
LONDON, W. 
(ADJOINING QUEEN’S HALL.) 
We keep Expert Cutters and 
employ First- class Workmen., 


SUMMER VACATION, 1907. 
Flannel Coat & Trousers from @2 10 
Yachti Suits pew of Blue 

Some Reefer and White Serge 
Trousers) - - 3 Quineas 
Norfolk Coats - - from £266 


Gentlemen are invited to i our large and choice 
selection of goods for Town Country wear at prices 
strictly moderate compatible with good work. 

**TRUTH” says: “ Our latest discovery in tailoring is 
Evans, 77, Great , London, W., who can 

4°” 





actually fi 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring 
the Souicrtors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY 
REPORTER with regularity it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher, at 
27, Chancery-lane. 

Annual Subscription, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL AND 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 263.; by post, 28s. ; 
Foreign, 30s. 4d. 

Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 








OLICITORS’ EXAMINATIONS.— Mr. 
THOMAS RB. FROST, te COACHES candi- 
dates for ag _ Intermediate, -_ Final 


Examinations, correspondence. 
ticulars apply Tuomas RB. "iciioainn, 


82, Victoria-street, London, 8. 
OACHING.—Barrister (Solicitors’ Final 
ond Menoend) oS be planed Bad wih Fa ll for 
next — or Final; has read with four is, all 
successful, — a = "Golicttnes? Journal eekly 
Reporter”’ Ofiiee, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


ATERHAM PREPARATORY SCHOOL. 











a. ; 
for the Public Schools and Royal Navy at the 
Caterham-on-the-Hill, 

E. C. Cordeaux, Naval Cadetship, April, 1907. 


Caving tough REQUIRED by gentleman 
sag Gueah an ag me ye tg good all-round 


—A. B., 17, 
Polcouten. clfent ‘oo Park, N. 





FULEXANDER & SPEPHEARD 


printers, “Mite 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Par.uiamentany Brits, Minores or Evipzncz, Booxs o: 
Rererence, Statements Oy Cia, Answers, &o., &o, 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES 


Every description of Printing. 


Printers of THE SOLI orros JOURNAL 
'D WEEKLY REPORTER. 


WORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.¢ 


BRAND'S 
ESSENCE 
BEEF, 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEA 
INVALIDS. 


Price Lists of Invalid Preparations free on 
application to 
BRAND & CO., Ltd... MAYFAIR, W 


AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For mpt 
. 4 SS por cant. will bo tain of the Solloutaa 











ARM — al ag Poe Vacancy ss 300 - acre 

Farm ; hemes, rearing, feeding, &c. 

South Pie: as = Apply Pasex Base, pom Ben 
Knighton, Radnorshire. 


AW BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS! ! 
Ww, and other 








if AYMOND HOUSE, 32, Theobald’s-road, 


opposite Raymond-buildings, , Wc. — 
Small and Large Suites of first-rate “Giles; rents ts from 


£40.—Apply Gzo. Wayruours, Architect, on the 





{ XCRED INGLY well-lighted Offices on 
and Third Floors To be ina newly-erected 
Corner vpailding near Aldersgate-street ; bank on 
ground floor ; suitable for Solicitors, Accountants, ‘and 
others.—For ‘partloulacs apply W. Buawe.t Tosss, Estate 
Agent, 37, Barbican, E.C. 


N Excellent e OFFICE TO be LET, 
in Clement's-inn, suitable for Architect, A’ 
Accountant, or Manufacturers’ Agent [ about 18ft. by 
ie second 


ele iight, fo. a 
= for the two ——; 
Bsn’ en" hai ; 





light oun oe £80 
smaller one, with free use of 
fittings, &. ofr Hzyzy 


blinds, 
| Surmm, 6 and 6, Clement's-inn, Besand, W, 





also be had, with use 
telephone, i 


J WICOADILLY, LONDON, W. 


aheliene 
Abstracts 

ate Covel, 
Deeds Round Hand 
Deeds Abstracted 


Full Copies e lio. : 
PAPER —Foolses} ; fa ile, 
Parchment, 1s. ab 4. per sie 

KERR & at 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.0. 


WANTED, First-class Mortgage Securities’ 

pa ie any amount over £100,000 (or Debentures in good 

in London or any good towns in the United 

Kingdom’ co) required 4 per cent., and the money 

ust remain tor — — -* ag —Principals and solicitors 

apply for appoin' eh ee Co and 
Reporter” " Oflloe. 31 Chancery-lane, W.C. 


MONEY LENT PRIVATELY — 


At a few hours’ notice from £35 to £3,000 on BOTS : 
HANO ALONE, also u Life Policies, Leases, d 
Personal Security, Plate, , Marketable Stocks 
Shares, &c., upon the following terms, INOLUDI 

INTEREST ;— 
Bn oe LS Monthly Payments ... 
ele “ ™ £9016 8 
£500 .. 12 pan - £4118 4 
The above scale includes Prin! | and Interest. Ot 
amounts the 


in proportion. secrecy 0 * 


)e 








4 3 
£8 6 





rities 
n good 
United 


money 





